








Oct. 21, 1911. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. [Vol. 55.] 831 











EQUITY AND LAW 


LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 


18, ZINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON, 
ESTABLISHED 1844. 
DIRECTORS. 
Deputy-Chairman— Richard Stephens Taylor, Eaq. 
L. W. North Hickley, Esq. 
Archibald Herbert James, Esq. 
The Rt. Hon. Lord Macnaghten, G.C.M.G 
William Maples, Esq. 
Edward Moterly, Eaq. 
The Hon, Mr. Justice Phillimoce. 
George Thompson Powell, Esq 
Mark Lemon Romer, Eeq., K C. 
The Hon. Charles Russell, 
H. P. Bowling Trevanion, Esq. 


W.C. 


Chairman —John Croft Deverell, Esq. 


Harold Agnew, Erg. 

Alexander Dinewall Patesor, Eeq., K.C. 
C. E. Broughton, Erq. 

Edmund Church, Esq. 

Philip G. Collics, Erq. 

Robert William ! ibdin, Eeq. 

Fir Kenelm EB. Digby, G.C.B., K.C. 
Charles Baker Dimond, Esq. 

Sir Howard W. Elphinstone, Bart. 
The Hon. Mr. Justice Grantham. 
Rickard L. Harrison, Esq. 


FUNDS EXCEED - - £4,750,000. 

All classes of Life Assurance Granted. Reversions and Life Interests Purcha 
Loans on Approved Securities entertained on Favourable Terms, 

W. P. PHELPS, Actuary and Secretary, 


FLOWERDEW & CO. 


TRANSLATIONS OF NOTARIAL QUALITY. 


WORK DONE CN PREMISES BY PERMANENT STAFF. 
Head Offices: 14, BELL YARD, TEMPLE BAR, W.C 
City Offices ; N, POULTRY & SALISBURY HOUSE, E.C. 


Telephones: Holborn goo and Central 6150. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL AND 
WEEKLY REPORTER 


Vol. 56 of “ The Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter" 
commences on October 28th, 1911. 
Annual Subseription, whick must be paid inadvance: £1 62. ; by post 
£1 8s.; Foreign, £1 10s. 4d. ? 
HALF-YEARLY AND QUARTERLY SUBSCRIPTIONS IN PROPORTION. 
Cheques payable to H. Villers. 


OFFICE: 27, 








Telegrams : “ Flowerdew, London.” 





CHANCERY LANE. 


LEGAL«2 GENERAL 


LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY. 
ESTABLISHED 1836. 
10, FLEET STREET, LONDON. 








THE 


PERFECTED SYSTEM 
OF 


LIFE 
ASSURANCE. 


SIMPLE AND SECURE, 











FREE, 


FUNDS - . - £7,500,000 Income - - £1,024 000 
New BusInFss 1910 £8,315,000 BusiNzss IN Force £27,713,000 
TRUSTRES. 

The Right Hon. The Earl of Harssvury. 

The Hon. Mr. Justice Deans. 
Romer Wi.11ams, Esq., D.L., J.P. 
Cuarias P. Jounson, Esq., J.P. 
Roper? Younars, E:q., K.C. 


DIKECTORS, 


Chairman. 

Rouges Wituiams, Esq., D.L., J.P. 
Buckmaster, 8. O., Esq., K.C. 
Channell, The Hon. Mr. Justice. 

The Hon. Mr. Justice, 


Deputy- Chairman, 
Cuartxa P, Jounson, Eaq., J.P. 


Haldane, Francis G., Eaq., W.S. 
C.B., K.C. 


. C., aq. 4 

Grant-Meek, A., Esq., J.P. (Devizes), i Younger, Robert, Esq., K.C. 

REVERSIONS AND LIFE INTERESTS.—The Society lends i: 
large or smali amcunts, and purchases at favourable prices. 








The Solicitors’ Journal 


and Weekly Reporter. 


LONDON, OCTOBER 21, rgrt. 


*.* The Editor cannot undertake to return rejected contributions, and 
copies should be kept of all articles seat by writers who are not on 
the reyular staff of the JouRNAL, 

All letters inten’'e! for publication must be authenticated by the name 
of the writer, 


Annual Subscription, 26s. and quarterly 


in proportion. 


by post 2Ss., half-yearls 


Contents. 
CURRENT TOPICS ... 831 
He EFFECT OF THE PARLIAMENT ACT, 
1V11 . 


CORRESPONDENCE  .....sessee 

OBITUARY ... 

Stabenseaae — S34 | LEGAL NEWS 

A READING OF THE NEW STATUTES 835 | COURT PAPERS.... 

CHE INTRODUCTORY CEREMONIES OF WINDING-UP NOTICES ,........... 
THE LEGAL YEAR ..... se.see coccssee-esees 837 | CREDITORS’ NOTICES 

REVIEWS Soanen BANKRUPTOY NoTICKs 


PvusLIC GENERAL * TATUTES. 


Cases Reported this Week. 


Noden v. Galloways (Lim.) .. 
Re Ridley’s Agreement. Ridley vy. Ridley 
Re Sales, Sales y. Sales Sebcuubictie 





Current Topics. 
Transfers of County Court Judges. 

JupGe Gent, who has been since 1906 county court judge of 
Cireuit No. 12 (Halifax, &c.), has been transferred to Circuit 
No. 19 (Cornwall) in succession to Mr. T. C. GRANGER, who has 
succeeded the late Judge Bacon as judge of Circuit No. 42. 
We understand that Judge Gent's transfer has occasioned much 
regret in the populous district in which his duties have hitherto 
lain, where he had won general esteem and confidence. 


Judge Rentoul and the Law Society. 

IN ORDER to estimate the amount of weight and importance 
to be attached to the criticism passed on the Council of the Law 
Society by Judge RenTout on Wednesday last, it is only neces- 
sary to reproduce what appears to be a verbatim copy of his 
remarke, published in the Daily Mail of Thursday. Counsel in a 
care before him, having referred to the conduct of a solicitor, 
the judge burst forth with the following observations [the italics 
are ours | :— 

“T think the Incorporated Law Society [sic] would do its own 
profession credit and justice if it looked into more of these rumours, 
which, although they may be only tying rumours, are flying per- 
sistently with regard to certain solicitors carrying on practices of a 
kind very degrading to the profession. I don’t think the society 
investigate nearly as many cases for their own honour and the 
honour of the profession as they ought to do.” 

[t is a novel view of the functions of the Discipline Committee 
that they sit to investigate “flying rumours”; or that the 
Council are to address themselves to the collection and consider- 
ation of current gossip, the nature of which is not disclosed in the 
accusation, but which is stated to relate to practices by solicitors 
“very degrading to the profession.” We trust that the Council 
will insist on a statement by Mr. Rentout of the exact nature 
of the rumours to which he alluded, and of the evidence on which 
his statement was based, and whether he spoke solely on the 
strength of the remarks of counsel in the case before him, 
made behind the back of the solicitor zeferred to? We hope 
also that the correspondence with the judge will be published, so 
as to counteract the impression produced by his observations, 
which, under the heading of “the honour of solicitors,” will no 
doubt be reproduced in every part of the kingdom. Asa matter 
of fact, the Discipline Committee have of late gone far in punish- 
ing practices considered to be unprofessional, but, whatever Mr. 
RENTOUL may think, it is necessary for them to act on evidence. 
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Sunstroke as an Accident. 

THE CASE of Davies y. Gillespie (Times, October 19th), which 
came before the Court of Appeal on Tuesday, is another of those 
interesting cases under the Workmen’s Compens ition Act, 1906, 
which have risulted from the difficulties that lurk 
behind the meaning of the word “accident.” The applicant, 
who succeeded both before the county court judge and in the 
Court of Appeal, was the first officer of a ship voyaging in the 
West Indies. While superintending the loading of cargo at 
Hayti, a routine part of his duties, the officer had an attack of 
sunstroke, which permanently destroyed his optic nerve, and 
deprived him completely of the use of one of his eyes. The 
court held that the danger of sunstroke was a risk incidental to 
vilor, although an abnormal risk, and that 
occasioned by the sunstroke was (1) an 
‘‘abnormal occurrence” so as to constitute an accident, and (2) 
“arising out of the employment.” Sunstroke must, therefore, 
be added to the following matters which have already been held 
to be “accidents” for the purposes of this Act : heatstroke 
occasioned toa stoker in the bciler of an engine (Jsmay, dv., v. Vil 
kinson, 1908, A. C. 437); lig’itning (Kelly v. Kerry C 
1908, 1 Butterworth W. C. C. 144), although in this latter case 
the applicant was defeated on another ground; rupture 
sioned by strain (Fenton v. Thorley & Co., 1903, A. C. 443, and 
Clover, de., v. ILughes, 1910, A. C, 242); hystericsl nervous shock 
(Eaves v. Blaenclydach Co., 1909, 2 K. B. 73), and eat-bite in a 
stable (Rowland v. Il riaht, 
hand, paralysis of a leg resulting from the riding of a tricycle 


inherent 


the employment of a 
therefore, the injury 


inty Council, 


occa- 


has been held to be disease, not accident (// alker v. Tlockney. 
2 Butterworth W.C. C. 20). The question of sunstroke had 
heen previously before the court in Morgan v. Owners of S.S. 
Lenaida (1909, 2 butterworth W. GC. C. 19), but the facts in 


that case were somewhat different from the present and less 


conclusive 


Money-lenders’ Judgments and Bankruptcy. 
IN GENERAL a judgment is derisive as to the existence of 


the debt in respect of which it has been obtained, but this is not 


so in bankruptey, and, in order to preserve the rights of 
creditors, the courts have been in the habit of inquiring into the | 


consideration for which the judgment was obtained, ‘* If,” said 
JAMES, L.J., in Fu parte Kibble (L. R. 10 Ch. p. 377), “a judg- 
a man might allow any number of 


ment were conclusive 
’ 


judgments to be obtained .by default against him by his friends | 
. . | 


or relations without any debt being due on them at all ; it is, 
therefore, necessary that the consideration of the judgment 
should be liable to investigation. And adopting the same 
principle, Lord Esuer, M.R., said in £ part Lenn ( 16 Q. B.D. 
p. 323): “Although by consenting to a judgment the debtor is 
estopped everywhere else from saying that there was no debt 
due—although the judgment is binding upon him by reason of 
his consent, and of its being the judgment of the court—-yet no 
such estoppel is effectual as against the Court of Bankrupt sy. 
This principle has been applied in Le Campbell, Ex part Seal 
(Weekly Notes, 1911, p. 183) to the case of a judgment founded 
on a debt which, as a debt, was irrecoverable by virtue of the 
Money-lenders Act, 1900. Under section 2 (1) (c) a money-lender 
is prohibited from entering into any agreement in the course of his 
business as a money-lender with respect to the advance and repay- 
ment of money, or to take any security for money in the course of 
his business as a money-lender, otherwise than in his registered 
name, and it is settled that any agreement or security made or 
given in contravention of this section is void: Lunnard y. Dott 
(1906, 1 Ch. 740). In the present case SEAL, who was an un 
registered money-lender, had entered into a transaction with the 
bankrupt under which he was the holder of the bankrupt’s pro 
missory notes for £4,000. Seau had signed final judgment for 
this sum, and subsequently an arrangement was made whereby 
the debt with interest was to be payable by instalments, and 
SEAL was not to proceed on the judgment. In the bankruptcy 
he proved under this arrangement, but the proof was rejected 
by Puituimore, J., and his decision has been upheld by the 
Court of Appeal. The Court of Bankruptcy was entitled to go 
behind the judgment, and since the original transaction, so far 


1909, 1 K. B. 963). On the other | 


as it provided for the repayment of the money, was void, the 
judgment was without consideration, and the arrangement 
founded on the judgment gave no right of proof. 


Forfeiture of Deposit. 

Ir 18 a well-known principle of law that a person cannot enjoy 
the advantages of rescission without yielding up every benefit he 
has taken by the previous part performance of the contract. It 
follows that a vendor cannot have rescission and damages for 
breach of a contract. But ai excepiion occurs, or was thought 
tooccur, in the case of a deposit paid to the vendor on a sale, 
and it seems to have been established by Dunn v. Vere (19 W. Rh. 
151), and Howe v. Smith (27 Ch. D. 89), that, in the absence of a 
| stipulation to the contrary, the intention will be implied, from the 
very nature of the deposit, that it shall be a guarantee for the 
purchaser's due performance of the contract, and shall be forfeited 
on his default to the vendor. It is true that in MJackreth v. 
Marlar (1 Cox 259) a vendor suing for rescission was decreed to 
return the deposit, but the point there was not argued or con- 
tested, and the decision must be taken as overruled by Howe v. 
Smith. Then came the case of Jackson v. De Kadich (1904, W. N. 
168), where the deposit was in the hands of stakeholders, and the 
vendor asked for rescission and a declaration that he was entitled 
to the deposit, but FARWELL, J., said the vendor could not have 
rescission and at the same time damages for the breach of the con- 
tract; that in //owe v. Smith there was no rescission, and in the 
absence of authority, he declined to make the declaration asked 
for, The learned judge, however, was clearly wrong in saying 
that there was no rescission in J/owe v. Smith ; the vendor there 
| had elected to rescind, and had, in fact, rescinded by reselling the 
| property as owner. We discussed the matter ante, p. 609, in 
| relation to a decision of Nevitye, J., in Jones v. Burnell (since 
inoted in W. N. 1911, p. 153). Curiously enough, the point 
avain came before the court for decision in /J/ull v. Burnell 
(ante, p. 737), when Eve, J., regretted that he should have to 

decide so important a point on the last day of the sittings. In 
| that case the deposit had been paid to the plaintiff's solicitors as 
stakeholders, and the contract contained no clause as to for- 
feiture ; the vendor asked for rescission and a declaration that he 
was entitled to the deposit. Eve, J., said he could not conceive 
that the fact of the deposit being in the hands of stakeholders 
could make any difference ; he did not think Farwe t, J., fully 
understood the facts in //owe v. Smith, and he made the order asked 
for. The point, therefore, seems to be now finally settled. 





Insanity in Cases of Life Insurance. 

THE QUESTION of insanity and its different degrees is most 
frequently brought forward in courts of justice in the course of 
criminal proceedings, but it is sometimes an important one as 
between a life insnrance company and the representatives of an 
insured person. Most policies of life insurance contain a condi 
tion or warranty that the insured will not commit suicide, the 
wider phrase “die by his own hand,” or “die by his own act” 
being sometimes used. Where payment of a claim is resisted by 
an insurance company on the ground that the insured has 
committed suicide or died by his own act, this defence may 
sometimes be successfully met by shewing insanity on the 
part of the deceased person. The degree of insanity that must 
be proved will depend on the precise form of the warranty in the 
policy—the words “die by his own hand” will cover a case 
which might not be covered by “ commit suicide.” In order that 
insanity should be an answer to the defence of the insurers, a 
higher degree might be necessary where the words were “ die by 
his own hands” than if the word suicide were used. ‘This is illus 
trated by Borradaile vy. Hunter (1843, 5 M. & Gr. 639). In that 
case the words of the policy were “die by his own hands,” The 
insured threw himself from Vauxhall Bridge and was drowned. The 
jury found that he knew his act would result in his death, but had 
no criminal intention. The Court of Common Pleas (TINDAL, C.J., 
dissenting) gave judgment for the insurers, though their decision 
would have been the other way had the words of the warranty 
been “will not commit suicide.” It was subsequently held by 

the Exchequer Chamber that “ suicide ” includes all acts of volun- 
| tary self-destruction ; Clift v. Schwabe (1846, 3 C. B. 437). But, 
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where the degree of insanity is so high that the insured who 
kills himself does not know that the use of a lethal weapon will 
cause his death, the insurers apparently would not be able to 
rily on the defence of suicide or self-destruction. The act of a 
man so insane as not to know what he is doing would, in one 
sense, be no more his own act than a mere accidental occur- 
rence. There appears, however, to be no case in the Engl’sh 
reports which is any authority as to how far the physical act of 
an insane person could be held not to be his own act, for the pur 
pose of coming under a warranty that an insured person would 
not “die by his ownact.” In theabsence of any such authority, 
it may be useful to refer toa case in the Australian reports, 
which appears to be decided in accordance with the principles 
laid down in Zorradaile vy. Hunter and other cases, and where 
this very point is dealt with: see allantyne v. Mutual Life 
Insurance Co. of New York (1891, 17 V. L. R. 520), The words in 
the policy there were “ die by his own act.” The insured caused 
hisown death by shooting himself through the head. The jury 
f. und that he was so insane as not to know that firing a gun into his 
own head would kill him. The Supreme Court of Victoria held 
the insurance company liable, on the ground that the firing the 
gun and killing himself was not the “act” of the insured 
within the meaning of the warranty that he would not die 
by bis own act. This decision should be of persuasive 
authority under similar circumstances in England. 


The Fair Wages Clauses in Local Government 
Contracts. 

A CIRCULAR LETTER, dated September 2nd 1911, has been 
addressed by the Local Government Board to the clerks of all 
county, borough, and district councils. This letter urges upon 
such bodies the adoption of the clauses relating to the payment 
of wages which are now inserted by Government Departments 
in contracts which they make with contractors in relation to 
public work. We do n.t wish to discuss the expediency or 
otherwise of the insertion of these clauses, but it may be worth 
while to consider their purport and eflicacy. The form of these 
clauses was suggested in the report of the Fair Wages Com 
mittee of 1908, and it is of-a kind that sooner or later will 
require legal interpretation in the courts. Clause 1 contains 
an undertaking that the contractor will, in the execution of his 
contract, observe and fulfil certain obligations specified in a 
resolution of the House of Commons, passed on the 10th of March, 
1909, including : 

(a) The payment of rates of wages and the observance of hours 
of labour as commonly recognized by the local employers 
and trade-unions, or—if there are none such—then those 
which in practice prevail among good employers. 

(4) The conditions of employment generally prevailing in the 
locality are to be observed by the employer and considered 
by the court in case of a dispute as to* the observance of 
this clause. 

(c) No assignment or subletting is to be permitted, except so 
far as 1s customary in the trade concerned. 

(d) The contractor is to take responsibility for the observance 
of the clause by sub-contractors. 

Clauses 2, 3, 4, 5 provide for a number of matters incidental 
or collateral to the first clause, which is evidently regarded as 
the most important of the five. Curiously enough, no provision 
is suggested for the enforcement of the obligations imposed by 
the clause. Probably the absence of any such suggestion is due to 
the uncertain state of the law as to the precise effect of such 
stipulations in acontract. There are, roughly speaking, three pos- 
sible modes of attempting its enforcement. ‘The first is to name a 
sum to be payable by way of liquidated damages in the case 
of any breach of the clause. But it is doubtful whether the 
court would not regard such sum so named as in reality a 
penalty and therefore void (sec Jessi, M.R., in the leading 
case of Wallis v. Smith (21 Ch. D, 243), and the notes thereto 
in Brett’s Leading Cases in Modern Equity), Again, it might be 
stipulated that the observance of the clauses should be a 
condition precedent to the recovery of payment for work dene 
by the contractor. Here again, however, we are faced with 
the question of penalty, since such a condition would be simply 
another way of saying that the contractor was to pay a sum 





of money (namely the contract price) by way of penalty for 
breach of the clauses. Lastly, it might be provided that the 
surveyor, engineer, or architect who gives the usual certificate 
to the contractor for work done should not be obliged to give 
such certificate when the fair wages clauses have not been com- 
plied with. Probably this method is the least open to question 
on grounds of legal principle ; and we believe that in substance 
it is already adopted in practice by those local authorities who 
insert fair wages clauses in their contracts. The point is an 
interesting one, but we have not been able to find much assist- 
ance upon it in any of the works which deal with such contracts. 


Necessity, How Far an Excuse for Trespass. 

WE HAVE already had occasion to notice the case of Cope v. 
Sharpe, which on three separate occasions has been the subject 
of decisions of the Divisional Court, the first two of which are 
reported 1910, 1 K. B. 168, and 1910 2 K. B. 410 respectively. 
On the third oceasion, in April last, the court held that if a fire 
breaks out on land, the tenant of the sporting rights is entitled 
to adopt such means on the land for extinguishing the fire as may 
in the cireumstances be necessary for the preservation of bis 
sporting rights, but that to justify a trespass the intervention 
of the tenant must be actually necessary for the preservation 
of his game, and that it is not sufficient to justify a trespass that 
a reasonable man should think it necessary if, in fact, it was not 
necessary. Much of the law of trespass is archaic, and there can 
be no doubt that a wrongful intention on the part of the trespasser 
is not essential to the cause of action ; that if A walk over b's 
field without permission he may have no knowledge of the 
owner's right nor intention to injure him—he may reasonably 
believe that he is using a public footpath; but his good faith 
and absence of negligence, though they may be very material 
in considering the damages which may be awarded against him, 
do not alter the fact that he has been guilty of a legal wrong. 
But the common sense of most persons would revolt against an 
action for trespass against a man who reasonably believed that 
he could only escape from danger to his life by entering the land 
of bis neighbour. In an island subject to invasion from the sea, 
the court would hardly consider that a wayfarer caught by the 
tide who took refuge in an adjoining close was guilty of an 
actionable wrong, even where it appeared that the danger was 
not so pressing as was imagined. It has undoubtedly been the 
general opinion that inevitable necessity is an excuse for a 
trespass, and it is reasonable that the legality of an entry into 
adjoining land should be determined by the circumstances at 
the time of the entry, and not by what may have happened 
or be discovered subsequently. 


Police Magistrates as Arbitrators. 


WE HAVE referred on many occasions to the modern tendency 
of the Legislature to thrust upon summary jurisdiction courts 
a large number of civil duties which were not contemplated hy 
Edward III. when he issued his first commission of justices “for 
the preservation of the King’s peace.” The recent dispute 
between the Postmaster-General and the Southwark Borough 
Council, with reference to the erection of overhead wires in 
certain streets of that borough (46 L.J. Newspaper, 625), 
is an interesting reminder of one of these miscellaneous duties. 
The streets of the Metropolis, of course, are, with the exception 
of main roads, vested in the various metropolitan boroughs, 
and the council of each such borough must, as a rule, 
be asked for its consent before a street within its area can be 
used for public purposes. The setting up of overhead wires for 
purposes of telephonic communication by any company or local 
authority duly authorized to instal the telephonic system, 1s 
expressly placed under the control of the read authority by the 
London Overhead Wires Act, 1891, but this statute does not 
bind the Crown. On the other hand, the Crown, as represented 
by the Postmaster-General, is expressly bound by the Telegraphs 
Acts, 1863 and 1878; and section 4 of the latter Act provides 
for the settlement of disputes between the Postmaster-General 
and a local authority in London, as to the placing of posts In, 
under, or along a public way, by reference to a metropolitan 
police magistrate for arbitration A dispute having arisen 

















834 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 


Oct. 21, 1911. 








between Mr. Buxton and the Southwark Borough Council, and 
a deadlock having been reached, the powers of this section were 
invoked, with the result that Mr. Hopkins, who sits at the 
Lambeth Police Court, was called upon to exer-ise his statutory 
functions. Such a procedure is obvious'y simpler and cheape” 
than the cumbrous administrative inquiries held by the Local 
Government Board under a series of analogous statutes. 


Decision View, without Witnesses. 


upon 

THE ACTION of one of the metropolitan police magistrates 
who recently, upon a charge for working a lame mare, himself 
inspected the animal in the courtyard near the police office, 
gave his decision as to the condition of the animal and made 
recommendations as to its treatment, was entirely in accordance 
with the practice of justices of the peace. A judge and jury who 
hear and determine the more serious cases under the penal laws 
are assi-ted in their conclusions by matter which is submitted to 
their ocular inspection, as in the ordinary case of the 
comparison of grain in the possession of the prisoner with that 
from which a portion has be n stolen, and in a court of 
summary jurisdiction there is no «ifferenc; of procedure. There 
is, however, some diff rence of opinion among judges who decide 
a case without the intervention of a jury as to the extent to 
which they are entitled to avail themselves of their private 
knowledge and experience. ‘This diversity may be observed in 
the Chancery Division, and particularly ia light and air and 
patent cases. Descending to iuferior tribunals, we believe that 
rome county court judges decide, upon their own inspect on, 
questions as to the fit of a dress, while others refuse to proceed 
without the evidence of experts, 

Right to Kill Pheasants which Fly from their 
Coverts to Adjoining Land. 

SoME OF the sporting papers complain of the insufficiency of 
our common and statute law to prevent what they are pleased 
to call “legalized robbery in the coverts.’ They remind us 
that so long as pheasants remain on their breeder's estate, the 
law recognizes his rights. But let one of them put a foot on to 
the adjoining ground anl the bird instantly becomes, in the 
eye of the law, equally the property of the owner of that Jan}, 
and be can shoot it in the presence of the man wko bred and 
reared it. The writer of one of these articles suggests that in 
some case; raisins and other well-known baits are laid down to 
tempt birds on to the land of adjoining occupiers. These state- 
ments are possibly well founded, but any change in our legislation 
as proposed would involve a repeal of the long-established law 
of England that wild animals in a state of nature are common to 
mankind, and are not proper subjects of private ownership. 
The difficulty of procuring any such enactment in these days, when 
strong exception is taken to all game laws, may be regarded as 
insuperable. 

Contumacy French Criminal Procedure, 

THe FRENCH procedure under avhich a criminal who does not 

obey the citation addressed to him is proceeded against in his 


in 


it was held by Denman, C.J., in Ross v. Litfon (5 C. & P. 407), 
that a man has a right to walk in the road if he pleases, 
for it is a way for foot passengers as well as carriages. This 
privilege bad been exercised by the plaintiff in the case under 
consideration, though he was proved t» have had a paralytic 
stroke, and his claim to damages against the driver of a taxed- 
cart was upheld. A similar ruling was given in the Scottish case 
of Clerk vy. Petrie (6 R. 1076), where the person run over was 
1 woman ninety-four years of age and suffered from deafness. 
‘The Lord Justice Clerk repudiated any suggestion of contribu‘ ory 
negligence, and expressed his opinion that where the driver of 
a vehicle drives over a porson in broad daylight, there is the 
strongest presumption, both in fact and in law, that the driver was 
infault. We think, however, that these rulings will not encourage 
infirm persons to disregard the extra risk caused by the rush of 
motor-cars and omnibuses. Those who are not weary of life will 
be unwilling to assert rights which were established in days of 
coaches and carriages of limited horse power. 


The Effect of the Parliament Act, 
IQII. 


Tue Parliament Act varies the constitutional position of the 
louse of Lords by depriving it of the power which it has hitherto 
possessed to reject a Money Bill, and by placing a restriction on 
its power to disagree with legislation of other kinds. The con- 
stitutional practice under which the House of Lords was disabled 
from amending a Money Bill, dated, according to Sir THomas 
Erskine May (Pail. Pract. 11th ed. p. 574), from resolutions 
of the Llouse of Commons passed in 1671 and 1678. The former 








absence, as having been guilty of contumacy, is diametrically | 


opposed to the principles and practice of the English courts, for 
it is against the spirit of our law to prosecute a person in his 
absence. In France, however, the evidence against the person 
in default is placed before the Court of Assize, sitting without a 
jury, who pass sentence upon him in due course, This sentence, 
after publication in the manner prescribed, deprives the accused 


person of his rights as a citizen and renders his goods liable to | banged ye - 
In a case which has just arisen before the Court | passed by the Lords within one month after it is so sent up, the Bill 


sequestration, 
of Assize for the Department of the Seine, the hearing in the 


bsence of the defendant was attended by a result which is said | 
absence 0 € Gelondant was attende y a resuil WDicd is sau er ; , ’ 
| signified, notwithstanding that the Lords have not consented. Thus 


to ba of rare occurrence: the court, at the recommendation of 
the Public Prosecutor, having declared the defendant not guilty. 
It is added that his non-appearance was the result of an accident, 
and that he had intended to apply to the Court to set aside the 
proceedings for contumacy, and to allow the charge to be heard 
in the ordinary manner. 


The Privilege of Walking in the Public Streets. 


resolution declared that ‘ in all aids given to the King by the 
Commons, the rate ‘or tax ought not to be altered by the Lords” ; 
and the same principle was affirmed at greater length by the 
resolution of 1678, and was extended to the initiation of taxation. 
By the practice and usage based upon these resolutions the Lords 
were excluded, according to the same authority, not only from 
the power of initiating or amending Bills dealing with public 


| expenditure or revenue, but also from initiating public Bills which 


would create a charge upon the p2ople by the imposition of local 
and other rates, or which dealt with the administration or employ- 
ment of those charges. 

But the withholding from the House of Lords of the power of 
amendment did not touch their power to reject a Money Bill, 
and this was exercised in 1860 by the rejection of the Paper 
Duties Repeal Bill. Since the increased taxation necessary to 
balanee the repeal of the paper duties had already received the 
consent of Parliament, this overruled the financial arrangements 
voted by the Commons ; and to prevent a repetition of such inter- 
ference, the Commons passed a resolution of protest, and in the 
following session presented the financial scheme of the year to 
the Lords for acceptance or rejection as a whole, and this plan 
was effectual until the Lords took the step of rejecting the Finance 
Bill of 1909. 

Apart from any political considerations, with which we have 
nothing to do here, it was, perhaps, hardly to be expected that 
the Commons would accept this rebuff, and the result is to be 
found in section 1 of the Parliament Act. This provides that if 
a Money Bill, having been passed by the Commons and sent up to 
the’ Lords at least one month b-fore the end of the session, is not 


shall, unless the Commons direct to the contrary, be presented to 
the Sovereign, and become an Act on the Royal assent being 


the House of Lords retains an advisory position with regard to 
finance, but no more. Money Bills must be presented for its 
consideration, and the words “unless the Hou:e of Commons 
direct the contrary” imply that the Commons will consider 
objections made by the Lords, and, if they think proper, will 
l give effect them. Subsection 2 defines “ Money Bill,” as 
meaning a Bill containing provisions of certain classes, the first 


to 


LONDONERS, WHOSE attention is daily called to the development | class being provisions dealing with the imposition, repeal, 
of the traffic in the public streets, may be interested to hear that | remission, alt-ration, or regulation of taxation, and the third, 











the 
erto 
1 on 
con- 
bled 
MAS 
ions 
‘mer 

the 
Is”; 

the 
tion. 
ords 
rom 
iblic 
hich 
local 
loy- 


r of 
Bill, 
aper 
y to 
the 
ents 
nter- 
the 
r to 
plan 
ance 


have 
that 
0 be 
at if 
ip to 
3 not 
> Bill 
xd to 
ein g 
Thus 
d to 
r its 


nons 
sider 
will 
” as 
first 
peal, 
hird, 








Oct. 21, 1911. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. [Vol. 55.] 835 








provisions dealing with the appropriation, receipt, custody, issue 
or audit of accounts of public money. But taxation, money, 
or loans raised by local authorities for lozal purposes, are 
excluded. Whether a purticu’ar Bill is a Money Bill as thus 
defined, it will be for the Speaker of the House of Commons to 
determine. 

The withdrawal of the power of the House of Lords to reject a 
Money Billi, though it affects the legal powers of the House, 
does not make any actual change in constitutional practice. 
Until the power was asserted in 1909, it had been practically 
obsolete, and section 1 does no mere than prevent the repetition 
of what was recognized a3 an unusual step. But it is different 
with clause 2, which restricts the powers of the Lords as 
to public Bills other than Money Bills, and this withdraws 
a power of vetoing legislation which has been frequontly exer- 
cised. ‘The power, however, is withdrawn under such conditions 
2s to leave time for extended consideration before any measure 
with which the Lords disagree can become law, and it is not 
withdrawn at all as regards a Bill containing any provision to 
extend the max’mum duration of Parliament beyond five years-- 
the period to which it is cut down by section 7. Section 2 pro- 
vides that if a Bill is passed by the Commons in three consecutive 
sessions (whether of the same Parliament or not), and, having 
been sent up to the Lords at least one month before the end of 
the session, is rejected by the Lords in each of these sessions, it 
shall, on such third rejection, unless the Commons direct to the 
contrary, be presented to the Sovereign, and become an Aet, on 
the Royal assent being s‘gnified, notwithstanding that the Lords 
have not assented. But to preveut any shortening of the intended 
period of delay by accelerating the progress of a Bill, it is pro- 
vided that two years must elapse between the second reading in 
the Commons in the first session, and the passing of the Bill by 
the Commons in the third session. Under sub-section 3, a Bill is 
to be deemed to be rejected by the Lords if it is not passed by 
them either without asendment, or wit! such amen/ments only 
as may be agreed t» by both Houses ; and sub-section 4 provides 
for maintaining the identity of a Bill, notw thstanding changes 
in the second and third sessions which are consequent on the 
delay, or which represent amendments made by the Lords in the 
preceding session. With perhaps unnecessary caution, considering 
the diminution which the Act effects in the powers of the House 
of Lords, it is provided by section 6 that nothing in the Act shall 
diminish or qualify the existing rights and privileges of the House 
of Commons. 








A Reading of the New Statutes. 
Perjury. 
THE PERJURY ACT, 1911 (1 & 2 Geo. 5, ©. 6). 
_ This Act is of special interest and importance, since it is the first 
instalment which has passed into law of Lord Lorgesurn’s compre 
hensive scheme for the codification of the criminal law. The present 
statute is a true codifying enactment, like the Biils of Exchange Act, 
1883, or the Sale of Goods Act, 1892, since it sets out the whole law 
on the subject, both common law and statute law. It is not a mere 





consolidating Act, such as the Merchant Shipping Act, or the Public | 


Health Act, 1908, which enactments merely amount to a redaction 
and re-arrangement in one Act of various clauses contained in other 
Acts, but leave untouched any rules of the common law which 
concern their subject-matter. From the minutes of evidence taken 


before the joint select committee of both Houses of Parliament 


which considered the Bill, it appears that it was drafted by Mr. W. 
F. Crates, the well known editor of Hardeastle’s Statutory Law, 
Russells Crimes and Misdemeanours, and Archbold’s Criminal 
Pleadings. Mr. Crates had the assistance of a committee of 
experts of great expericnce in the administration of criminal 
justice. The result has been the compression of some two hundred 


and sixty statutes (now repealed, as set out in the schedule) | 


into fifteen substantive and four purely formal sections—-surely 
an unexampled triumph in the art of consolidation and simplification. 

The statute is by no means a mere synthesis of existing law ; certain 
amendments necessary to preserve uniformity have been introduced 
The chief of these amendments relate to punishments—which, 
regulated by a series of statutes passed at different times, have 
hitherto been both various and somewhat anomalous. Certain per 


juries which were offences at common law, ind therefore not punish - 





| able with hard labour or penal servitude (the general rule in the case 
of common law misdemeanours) are now statutory, and punishable, 
| like other similar offences made penal by a statute, with seven years’ 

penal servitude or imprisonment with hard labour. Again, the 
| curious rule that a prisoner convicted of perjury is punishable with 

a fine, in addition to, but not in substitution for, imprisonment is 
replaced by the provision that in perjury—as in the case of ali other 
misdemeanours—the court shall have the option of inflicting a fine 
alone. Again, certain offences with relation to existing professional 
registers (such as those of surgeons and solicitors), are made general, 
so that when any new professional register is sanctioned by the Legis 
lature or otherwise, it will become perjury to make a false declaration 
in connection with such register. In addition to these amendments, 
there are one or two places in the new Act where a point of some 
difficulty is cleared up by the insertion of a definite rule. Thus it 
always has been doubtful how far an interpreter is liable to punish 
ment for wilful mistranslation of a witness’s statement ; section 1 
now enacts in terms that he shall be deemed guilty of perjury. 

The scheme of the statute is extremely simple and easy to follow. 
Section 1 relates to perjury on oath in the course of judicial pro 
ceedings. Section 2 deals with false statements on oath otherwise 
than in the course of judicial proceedings (e.., false aflidavits for the 
purposes of the Bill of Sale Act, 1878). Section 3 defines and 
punishes false statements of various kinds with reference to 
marriage ; section 4 treats similarly such statements with reference 
to births or deaths ; section 5 deals with false statutory declara- 
tions; and section 6 with false declarations for the purpose of 
obtaining registration in order to carry on a vocation. It is not easy 
to conceive any form of falsehood, whether on oath or otherwise, 
which may mislead justice, and which remains outside those sections. 
One, however, has occurred to us-—namely, a false statement made 
by a witness at a local Government public inquiry. Such state- 
ment is not made on oath, and therefore is not covered by the 
first two sections. It dves not relate to marriage, birth, death, or 
professional registration ; therefore, it is not covered by sections 3, 
i, and 6. There remains section 5, which includes (a) statutory 
declarations, (4) “ abstracts, accounts, balance-sheets . . . , &c.,” 
(c) “in any oral declaration or oral answer which he is required to 
make by, under, or in pursuance of any public general Act of Parlia- 
ment for the time being in force.” There are certain statutes 
which this section clearly refers to and intends by the description 
“public general act” requiring a witness to give an oral answer, e.g, 
the Parliamentary Registration Act, 1843 (6 & 7 Vict. c. 18, s. 16), 
the Burials Act, 1890 (43 & 44 Vict. c. 41,8. 10), and the Companies 
Consolidation Act, 1908 (8 Edw. 7, ¢. 69, s. 281). But we doubt 
whether the subsection (c) extends to the holding of local inquiries 
which are authorized by various Local Government statutes, since 
| those statutes merely direct the holding of an inquiry and do not 
require any persons to give answers against their will. 

We need not recapitulate the remaining sections of the Act, 
which deal with many different matters affecting the crime of 
perjury and its punishment. 


Protection of Animals. 
POULTRY ACT, 1911 (1 Geo. 5, ¢. 11). 
PROTECTION OF ANIMALS ACT, 1911 (1 (ivo. 5, ©. 27). 


In the midst of an exceptionally busy and exciting session, Parlia 
ment found time to devote attention to the protection from cruelty 
| of domestic fowls, which are designated in the first of the above 
| Acts “ poultry.” and in the second of them are coupled with cats 
| and othet creatures in the expression “animal.” Both Acts are 
remarkable for meticulous and erratic definitions. The first one 
enables provision to be made for the protection of “/ive poultry” 
from unnecessary suffering while being conveyed by land or water 
or exposed for sale or disposed of after sale, as if suffering were 
possible to any but live poultry. It uses exclusively the term “live 
poultry,” but defines only the word “ poultry,” and this is to include 
“domestic fowls” (nowhere defined in this Act), ‘turkeys, geese, 
ducks, guinea fowls, and pigeons.” Why, we may ask, are these 
| birds not deemed to be included in “domestic fowls”? And why 
| are peacocks, peahens, and swans not included in the category ! 
If. however, the first-mentioned Act is deficient in definition, the 
econdly-mentioned one goes some way to make up for such 
| deficiency. Under section 15, “the expression ‘fowl’ includes any 





cock, hen, chicken, capon, turkey, goose, gander, duck, drake, guinea 
fowl, peacock, peahen, swan, or pigeon.” It will be observed that 
| the draftsman is apprehensive that a fowl deseribed according to sex 
will not be held to include a fow] of the other sex, or of no sex 
(“capon”), and that the expressions “ cock” or “ hen” will not include 
achicken. What we complain of is that this scheme is not com- 
pletely carried out. The draftsman omits to include in his list a 
‘“eockerel,” which may be more than a chicken and less than a 
| « cock,” or a gosling or a duckling, or to expressly include turkey cocks 
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ind turkey hens, contenting himself with the expression “turkey.” | or in time of war, except to protect ote indicate the medical units 
We are sorry for goslings and ducklings, which are apparently left to | aad establishments and the personne/ and material protected by the 
the tender mercies of evil-minded boys Convention.” The othe: twoartic ‘les bind the Powers adopting them to 
The last-mentioned Act repeals and re-enacts, with amendments, | bring into effect proper legis lati on in their own countries for the 
the provisions of the Knackers Acts, 1786 and 1844, the Cruelty to | purp of pr eventing the abuse of the Red Cross by private 
Animals Acts, 1849 and 1854, together with subsequent Acts, such | indis iduale ul as a trade mark. The present Act has been 
is the Wild Animals in Captivity P Act, 1900, and the | passed in celles to anal ile the Crown effectively to adhere to the three 
Injured Animais Act, 19 | visions are too well known | articles previously reserved. The operative part of the Act consists 
to require recapitulation, but sections 2 | 3 respectively of the | of one section containing five sub-sections, each of which is worth 
present Act, enabling the Court to order the destruction of the animal | some attention. Sub-section 1 says that “it shall not be lawful for 
which has been ill-used or to deprive the ill r of the ownership of | any person to use for the purpose of his trade or business, or for any 
the animal, appear to new. The pro ns of 39 and 40 Viet., ¢. | other purpose whatsoever, without the authority of the Army Council, 
17 to vivisection | I dl he } t Act. the heraldic emblem of the red cross on a white ground formed by 
| reversing the Federal colours of Switzerland, or the words ‘Red 
. , Cross’ or ‘Geneva Cross,” and to do so is a punishable offence— 
Old Age Pensions. £10 fine and forfeiture of goods bearing the emblem or words. Sub- 
THE OLD AGE PENSIONS ACT. 1911 (1 & 2 Geo. 5 16 ection 2 makes officers of acompany or society equally liable. By sub 
oe ) of the Old Age Pensions Act, 1908, an appli section 3, however, existing rights to use the “emble m or words as a 
ak te Gh. ane ean 1 enti aloe eae” pen on authorities | "es! tered trade mark are preserved for four years. By sub-section 
ah Eile weneeliend . hckithD eatin Bak de mek mand A pews ya England or Ireland” can only be instituted with 
C31 10 i aaa cnaiiinas hase Gite aoienin ain Gm to een tee the Attorney-General. Sub-section 5 extends the Act 
ied Wee Sin women i ee decimate tn: Gollek teikiy eememnink Mali, Ges Ce * His Majesty s possessions outside the United Kingdom, sub ect 
sarned lacome of the apeiicant aud the annual value of property | 2” h necessary adaptations as may be made by Order ir Counc il’ 
which he posses whether it is invested and produces ie the me ining of this , however, is obse ‘ure. The Act purports to app sly 
mlaht be so invested, or whether he ts in personal enioyment of it, | 2 ull oversea dominions—self-governing and Crown colonies, but no 
The provisions of section 4 regulating these matter a caine aaa Order in Council can be made except in the case of a few Crown 
mewhat different provision is made | tion 2 of the wove a colonies where the right of legislating by Order in ¢ ouncil has been 
Act, the chief variation being thet for uninvested property, not being reserve d, ind the Protectorates are not mentioned. If the sub-section 
ise > | is intended to confer power on the Crown to make Orders in ¢ Jouncil 


property which the occupant is personally enjoying, the yearly value 
is to be taken to lhe me-twentieth part of the capital value, and 
furniture and personal effects up to a total value of £50 are excluded. 


binding the self governing dominions, such an important authority 
should not have been conferred by mere ) imp lication. 


Int ird to the ! I married couple, instead of one half the 
tot il meat be ing the } sm ot th : ith of eithe r, a pi rv idled Official St -crets. 
by section 4 (2) of the principal Act, it is now provided that the means THE OFFICIAL SECRETS ACT, 1911 (1 & 2 Cieo. 5, e. 28 
~ = __ . il Act, t sptea eho “ fy the pn at s that for This Act appears to be an experiment in “ me thods ot * gislation. 
6 least twenty veare he has been British subject and ha [ts title is: An Act - re-enact the Official Secrets Act, 1889, with 
hal his residence in the United Kingdom. Section 3 of the present aren ndments Che of 1889 is accordingly repealed ; it was 
Act introduces a relaxation where the applicant is a woman who has styled “ An Act to prevent the disclosure of official documents and 
eastiod om altos omit the allem be n dead. or has been legally | information,” an 1 the more convenient plan would bave been to give 
separated from, or ha de serted her for two years: and under sub the same title to the present Ai *t. Moreover, t the title of the present 
ection @ the comditi os Gill stisfied if the applicant \ct is actually misleading, for the Act of 1889 is not in form 
has resided in the | dl King ’ ym fe in aggregate period of twelve re ena u d with amendments—it has been wholly re-cast, both in 
years out of the previ Renae. smpawertin pecial provision is also made | Phtaseology and arrang ‘ment. An offence under the former Act was 
for residence abroad in special cases being counted as residence in| misdemeanour, punishable by “imprisonment with or without 
the United K , hard labour for a term not exceeding one year, or fine, or “ both 
Section 3 of the principal Act disqualit n applicant while he is | UP" nment and a fine.” An offence under the present Act isa 
in receipt of poor relief, and also during imprisonment and for ten | © lony, punishable by “ penal servitude for any rads not less than 
years after. Section 4 of the present Act provides that relief in three years and not exceeding seven years There are thirteen 
respect of a wife or relativ Il not, for the purpose of this disqualifi sections in the new Ac t in place of ten in the old Act, and there are 
cation, be treated as relief given to the applicant, and it substitutes | “Y° definition clauses in place of one. Section 1 of the repes aled 
two years for ten years as the further period of disqualification after Act speaks of entering a place belonging to Her Majesty “for the 
imprisonment. Section 5 of the present Act prohibits payment of a purpose of wrongtualy obtaining information” ; section 1 of the 
pret during absence from the United Kingdom, and also bars sums | P'S nt <\ct substitutes: appr: oaches, or is in the neighbourhood of, 
which are not obtained within three months of falling due. Section | °°? er§ any prohib ited place, “for any purpose prejudicial to the 
> ae ae or interests of the State. All this makes it extremely 


G introduces amendments of section 7 of _ rincipal Act wit le . ” : : 
Ly I : h difficult to ascertain which is “re-enactment” and which 1s 


respect to the manner in which question » old age pensions « ; 
ee ee aoe oe l age pen tons Can “amendment,” and no particular purpose appears to be served by 
he raised and determined, and section extend the procedure under “ef ing to the repealed Act at all i the title of the ow Act . 
ection 9 (2) of the prin pal Ac t. for recovering payments mad referring to the rep aled A¢ at a in 1¢ itie Oo 1 new ct, 
while the statutory requirements for a pension are not fulfilled, to n. we . ae 
cases where a pension at a higher rate than the appropriate rate is Che Sale of Parsonages. 
received THE PARSONAGES ACT, 1911 (1 & 2 Geo. 5, c. 29). 
: . \s the Glebe Lands Act, 1888, does not apply (sections 2 and 3) to 
Use of the Red d Cross the sale of the parsonage house and glebe land necessary for the 
GENEVA CONVENTION ACT, 1911 (1 & 2 Geo, 5. c. 20 convenit nt enjoyment thereof, recourse has occasionally to be made 
to the Parsonages Act, 1838, which (section 7) enables the incumbent, 
This Act is a ellent illustration of the rule that, although | with the consent of the Ordinary and Patron and of the Archbishop 
thi King lone can ec mene ide a treaty with a foreign Power, only | of the Province to sell and convey the parsonage. The purchase 
Parli ynent can m te that treaty part of the law of the land in | money is to be paid to the Governors of Queen Anne’s Bounty, upon 
England. The scope and object of the Act are hardly intelligible | the receipt of their treasurer, and is (section 9), after payment of all 


without some « Xtrinsic e@) planation beyond that afforded by the | costs, charges and —- to be applied in or towards the erection 
bith and preamble. The title is “an Act to make such amendments | of another parsonage house or the purchase of land for the site of 
in the law as are necessary to enable certain reserved provisions of | such house (not exceeding twelve acres) as a residence for the 


the Second Geneva Convention to be carried into effects The incumbent. The present Act provides that after the performance 
preamble 1 “Whereas His Majesty has ratified, with certain by the Governors of the duty or trust imposed on them by the Act 
reservations, the Convention for ame eli ration of the condition of the | of 1838—that is, we presume, the erection of the new parsonage the 
wounded and si k of armies in the ld, drawn up in Geneva in the purchase moneys are to be applicable by the Governors for the 
year 1906, and it is desirable, in order that those reservations may benefit of the benefice in the same manner and with the same 
bn withdrawn that such amendments should be made in the law powers of investment and otherwise as if the purchase moneys had 
are in this Aet contained.” The articles of the Geneva Convention, been appropriated to the benefice out of the general funds of the 
A906, which were not accepted as binding on Great Britain are 23, Governors for the benefit and augmentation thereof. But in case 


, eae 28. Article 23 is the important one, and is as follows :—“ The | any moneys are owing in respect of a loan under the Clergy 
emble m of the red cross on a white ground and the words ‘Red Residences Repair Act, 1776, the Governors are empowered to retain 
Cross’ or ‘Geneva Cross’ shall not be used, either in time of peace | the balance of su h moneys out of the purchase money. 
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The Introductory Ceremonies of the 


Legal Year. 


By One wuo Survivep THe. 


THE opening of the Law Courts after the Long Vacation, with the 
attendant processions, seems, like the Lord Mayor’s Show, to be 


increasing in popular favour as an instructive and bewitching 


spectacle. Quite a crowd assembled at the west door of West- 
minster Abbey to watch the arrival of the Lord Chancellor and 
other Di majores and Di minores of the Bench. The Bar, silks and 
stuffs, entered through the Cloisters and stood about in groups in 


the Nave, awaiting the commencement of the service, and chatting, 


though presumably not on matters ecclesiastical, in spite of the 


locus in quo. There is grave reason to fear that feeble jokes and 


gossip were the order of the day. The judges in scarlet and ermine 


clustered near the door to await the advent of the Lord Chancellor, 
which was heralded by the strains of the organ. The procession 


then moved up the Nave—the choir, the Dean and the other 
officiating clergy, followed by the Lord Chancellor, the Lord Chief 


Justice, and the judges in order of seniority. The Bar followed 
them into the Choir, and, as soon as all were seated, the Service 
commenced, It was of the usual type—psalms, prayers, a lesson, 
and an anthem of course, which was exquisitely sung by the Abbey 
choir. Before the blessing, the “Old Hundredth” was sung, the 
congregation joining in with great fervour. 

The Service ended, the judges and King’s counsel left by the west 
door and walked across Palace-yard to the House of Lords, where 
the Lord Chancellor held his reception. A considerable crowd had 
assembled to watch the passage of Palace-yard by the Lord Chan- 
cellor’s guests, who, on reaching the House of Lords, ascended the 
staircase and then had to wait a while before entering the Presence 
Chamber. Presumably this was to enable the Chancellor to get 
some necessary refreshment, as he had no opportunity later, for when 
the doors were thrown open, he stood to receive and shake hands 
with his numerous guests, who, after this ceremony, flocked into the 
refreshment room, which was meconveniently crowded at first, and 
there was no order of seniority observed at this epoch. Hungry 
judges and hungrier silks jostled one another in getting the sand- 
wiches and champagne, which were the staple features of the feast. 
Of course, other good things of a light order were obtainable ; but 
although the affair is still called by some by the old title “The 
Chancellor’s Breakfast,” no tea or coffee was apparently to be 
had. 

The scene in the reception room was interesting and unique, as 
such a large collection of legal luminaries is to be seen on no other 
occasion. The judicial and forensic costumes, which looked quite 


picturesque, were varied by a few wearers of Court dress and | 
uniforms. There was a babble of tongues, of course, and everyone 


seemed in good spirits and good humour. The hands of the clock 
stole round ; the mace bearer took up the mace, which had been 
peacefully reposing in a corner of the room ; the Lord Chancellor 
gave the signal for the start, and following him away went everybody 
en route to the Law Courts, when the third and final procession of 
the day took place—that up the Great Hall. The hall was crowded 


with spectators—more so, apparently, than usual—who viewed the | 


proceedings with great apparent interest, but there was a noticeable 
absence of the applause which so often greets some of the judges on 
this occasion. The spectators quickly dispersed, and the hall was 
soon left to its usual quasi solitude, and so ended the Legal Grand 
Day of 1911. 








Reviews. 


Ecclesiastical Law. 


CuurcnH LAW: BEING A ConcisE DicTIONARY oF STATUTES, 
Canons, REGULATIONS, AND DectpepD CASES AFFECTING THE 
Crercy AND Larry. By Bensamrn Warteneap, Barrister-at- 
Law. Txarrp Epition. Stevens & Sons (Limited), 

The author explains that the dictionary form has been adopted “as 
being, with all its faults, the best for ready reference,” and the book 
is likely to be most useful to both lawyers and laymen who want to 
get readily information on ecclesiastical matters—of course, from the 
point of view of the Church of England. One can imagine many a 
perplexed churchwarden who would be glad of such a handy little 
volume of reference to turn to, All the best known terms in com- 
mon use with respect to ecclesiastical law seem to be explained, and 
statutes and cases appear to be up to date. The author, we think, | 
is hardly justified in stating so strongly as he does that the Judicial 
Committee of the Privy Council will in future follow the rule laid 











down by the House of Lords as to being bouni by previous judg. | 
ments. That the Judicial Committee do still consider themselves | 


at liberty to examine judgments of their predecessors and disagree 
with them, marks an important difference between their procedure 
and that of the House of Lords. On pp. 143 and 158 will be found 
some information of general interest on the costliness of ecclesi- 
astical procedure, and of the appointment of bishops. 


Books of the Week. 


Commercial Laws of the World.—The Commercial 
Laws of the World, comprising the Mercantile Bills of Exchange, 
| Bankruptcy and Maritime Laws of all Civilized Nations, together 
with Commentaries on Civil Procedure, Constitution of the Courts, 
and Trade Customs, in the Original Languages, interleaved with an 
English Translation, contributed by numerous Eminent Specialists 
| of all Nations. British Edition. Consulting Editor, The Hon. Sir 
| Toomas Epwarp Scrutton, Judge of the King’s Bench Division of 
| the High Court of Justice ; General Editor, Witttam BowsrTeap, 
| Barrister at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 

Mortgages.—Ashburner’s Concise Treatise on Mortgages, 
Pledges, and Liens. Second Edition, By W. F. Wesster, Barris- 
ter-at-Law. Butterworth & Co. 

English Case Law.—Mews’ Digest of English Case Law. 
Quarterly Issue, October, 1911. By JoHN Mews, Barrister-at-Law. 
Stevens & Sons (Limited) ; Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 











Correspondence. 


The Revenue Act, 1911. 
{To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.] 





Sir,—I wonder whether many of your readers have noticed a gem 
of careless drafting contained in the Revenue Act, 1911. In section 
2 of the Act is found the first reference to the “ Principal Act,” but 
nothing is said as to the Act referred to. The necessary definition 
is not reached until the middle of section 3 (1), when the Finance 
(1909-1910) Act, 1910, is mentioned, and we find that that is the Act 
| referred to in section 2. Epwarp F, Emer. 
10, Fenchurch-buildings, London, E.C., Oct. 16. 








| 
| Delayed Notes of Cases. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitor’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.} 

Sir,—1 have just received the Weekly Notes for October 14th, and 
find in it notes of thirteen cases decided before the vacation. Five 
of these are decisions of the Court of Appeal, whereof three reverse 
reported decisions, and a fourth overrules a previously reported case. 
| Several of the other noted cases also decide points of importance, I 
| think a protest should be raised against the action of the parties, 
whoever they may be, whp are responsible for delaying the publication 
of these notes for ten weeks. PRUDENS. 

[We are afraid that we also are, to some extent, open to our learned 
correspondent’s complaint, since, owing to the pressure on our space, 
we are sometimes obliged to delay the insertion of the reports of 
cases until after the end of the sittings in which they have been 
decided. We will endeavour, as far as practicable, to amend our 


| practice in this respect.—Ep. S.J.) 


The Conveyancing Bill. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors?’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.} 

Sir sincerely hope that the clause in the Law Society's Con- 
Ph od Bill doing ee with the effect of //unt v. Bishop will not 
be passed. If it were, the door to oppression would he opened, As 
[ understand the law as it stands at present, it 1s not possible for 
the assignee of a reversion to take advantage of a breach of the 
covenants of the lease occurring during the assignor’s time. A con- 
crete example occurred in my own experience, where, a licence 
being necessary, the long lease of a property, the ground rent of which 
was £3 year, had been assigned without such licence. The purchaser 
of the reversion was in no way damnified by the assignment 
having taken place ; but let the safeguard of //unt v. Bishop be 
removed. an extortionate purchaser of a reversion could easily take 
advantage ¢ e situation. 
mar my Po Society wants to improve matters, let it add a came 
to ite Bills repealing the Conveyancing Act of 1881, section 14, su “ 
section 6 (i), 80 far as it applies to @ covenant or = — 
assigning, underletting, parting with possession or ¢ ey: ) 
land leased. If the assignor who did not obtain 7% necessary 
licence remained liable, notwithstanding the payment of rent, ve 
the covenants of the lease, the owner of the reversion wou e 


well protected. 
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I would also suggest that in the Conveyancing Bill a clause 
should be added prohibiting ground landlords from inserting clauses 
in their leases that all documents must be prepared by their own 
solicitors. It has always been astonishing to me that solicitors who 
have done yeomen’s work on behalf of their profession should allow 
such clauses to go out of their offices. Mark LANE. 

Oct. 17. 

[It may be well to explain, for the benefit of readers who have not 
a copy of the Conveyancing Bill before them, that under the Real 
Property Act, 1845, section 6, a right of entry generally is assignable, 
but that in //unt v. Bishop (8 Ex. 675) it was held that this only 
applied to a right to re-enter after a disseisin, and not to a right to 
re-enter for condition broken. Consequently, after the grant of a 
reversion on a lease, the grantee cannot take advantage of a forfeit- 
ure incurred before the grant. It has been assumed that section 


10 of the Conveyancing Act, 1881, which annexes the benefit of every | 


condition of re-entry to the reversionary estate for the time being 
expectant on the lease, has not remedied this. Clause 2 of the Con- 
veyancing Bill proposes to extend ggction 10 so as to make the right 
of re-entry run with the reversion, mtwithstanding that the reversion 
has been assigned since the forfeitu™ was incurred.— Ep, S../.] 


se 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 
Court of Appeal. 


GALLOWAYS (LIM.). No. 2. 13th Oct. 


MASTER AND Servant—WoRKMEN's COMPENSATION—EARLIER ACCIDENT 
ContTrisutTing Cause—Liasitiry in Respeecr or EARLIER ACCIDENT 
WorKMEN's Comrensation Act, 1897 (60 anv 61 Vict. c. 37) s. 1 
WorkKMEN's ComPpENSATION Act, 1906 (6 Ev. 7, c. 58) s. 1. 


NODEN ». 


The fact that an earlier acewdent which a workman has met with is a 
fa second accident which happens to him an the 


ontributing cause 
not entitle him to compensation in respect 


course of his employme nt does 
of such earlier accident 


Appeal from an award of the judge of the county court sitting at 
Manchester as an arbitrator under the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 
1896. In 1902 the applicant met with an accident in the course of his 
employment as a riveter which resulted in the amputation of his index 
finger. He was out of work for some time, during which he was paid 
compensation, but the stump so healed that he was in 1903 taken back 
by his old employers as a caulker—work which involved the using of a 
light hammer instead of the heavy hammers that riveters use. From 
1903 to 1910 the applicant carried on work as a caulker without feeling 
any further result from his accident. In 1910 a new foreman came who 
suggested that the caulkers, instead of using the light hammer, should 
use a pneumatic hammer, which is much heavier and vibrates very 
rapidly. After using the pneumatic hammer for two or three days the 
applicant found that his hand became inflamed and he had to leave 
work. He claimed compensation in respect of the accident of 1902. The 
ounty court judge held as a fact that the applicant could do his light 
work, and that if he had not met with the accident of 1902 he would 
have been capable of doing the work of the pneumatic caulker, but 
that owing to the injury which he received in 1902 he was less able to 
use that machine because the vibration caused him pain, holding the 
machine, as he had to do, in the mutilated hand. On this finding the 
judge held that, as the accident of 1902 was one of the contributing 
causes of the incapacity, the workman was entitled to compensation 
and made his award accordingly. The employers appealed. 

Tue Courr (Cozens-Harpy, M.R., and FiercHer Movutron and 
Fanwewt, L.JJ.) allowed the appeal. 

Cozens-Harpy, M.R.—This appeal raises a question of undoubted im 
portance and interest. (His lordship stated the facts, and continued :) 
The county court judge directed himself in the following words : ‘ The 
accident is laid as arising in 1902. The question is whether that acci 
dent is a contributing cause to the incapacity which 
different times.’’ The county court judge laid that down as the pro 
position of law that he had to deal with. That seems to me to be a 
proposition most dangerous and, | think, inaccurate. Suppose that the 
employer in 1902 had not been the same as in 1910, and suppose that 
it was admitted that there had been an accident in 1910 in circum 
stances which rendered that accident more probable because the new 
employer in 1910 knew that the man was disabled in 1902. Would it 
be enoagh in those circumstances to shew that the accident in 1902 was 


has come on at 


a contributing cause to the accident in 1910 and go against the 1902 | 


employer, leaving the 1910 employer untouched’? Or could the work 
man proceed against both employers’ I think that if a man who met 
with an accident in 1902 meets with another accident in 1910, the 1910 
employer alone is liable, and that it is not relevant to say that the 
1902 accident was a contributing cause to the 1910 accident. The county 


court judge founded his direction to himself on some remarks of Lord | 


Loreburn’s in Clover Clayton & Co. v. Hughes (1910, A. C. 242). It is 
important to see what were the facts of that case. There the man 
brought with him a physical disability and he met with a fatal accident 
which would not have been fatal to a healthy man. What Lord Lore- 


burn was considering in that case was whether there could be said to 


, be an accident at alin such circumstances, which would not have’ 
involved an accident in,the case of another man. I think, therefore, 
| that the county court judge was wrong in law and misdirected himself. 
) I also think that there Wpo evidence to support the conclusion of fact 
at which the county 4 judge arrived. Both on the facts and on 
| the law the award cannot&e supported, and the appeal must be allowed. 
Frercuer Mouton, L@., delivered judgment to the same effect. 

Farwew., L.J., agre Souicirors : Rawle, Johnstone d& Co. for 
John Taylor, Manchesteg ; Wheatle y a Daniel for Cobbett, Wheeler & 

Cobbett, Manchester. 
[Reported Sy J. I. Sriniina, Barrister-at-Law } 


High Cougt—Chancery Division. 


Re RIDLEY’S AGREEMENT. RIDLEY v, RIDLEY. 


Swinfen Eady, J. 18th Oct. 
AGREEMENTS FOR ANTE-NUPTIAL SETTLEMENT—WHETHER 
Inrerest UOnper a Supsequent WILL 1s CAUGHT BY THE 
AGREEMENT—CAN THE Worps ‘“‘ May Bre ENTITLED 
FUTURE 


SETTLEMENT 
RESIDUARY 
WORDS OF THE 
HAVE REFERENCE TO THE 

| By anante-nuptial agreement the husband agreed that he would forth- 
with execute a settlement ‘of all my share, property or interest, as 

well vested or accruingyto which I may be entitled under any will o7 

| settlement.”” The settlement was never made, but many years after 
the agreement had beenexecuted the husband became entitled to residue 
under the will of his father. Held, that such residue was not caught 
by the words of the agreement. 


The facts in this case were that an agreement for an ante-nuptial 
settlement was entered into by the applicant, the husband, with other 
parties on the 13th of August, 1879, but no subsequent settlement was 
ever executed. The applicant’s father was alive at the time of the 
execution of this agreement, and did not die till many years later. On 
his death the applicant became entitled to the residue under his will. 
Was such residue caught by the words in the agreement to settle ‘‘ all my 
hare, property or interest, as well vested or accruing, to which I may 
be entitled under any will or settlement’’? Counsel for the applicant 
referred to the case of Broom v. Batchelor (1856, 1 H. & N. 255), where 
Chief Baron Pollock says : ‘‘ The expression ‘may be’ is, in my judg 
ment, clearly future. 1 have been unable to find any authority in any 
dictionary ; but in Cruden’s Concordance of the Bible from ¢ixty to 

ghty references ave given to the expression ‘may be,’ nine out of ten 
of which have manifestly a reference to the future, and not one is 
necessarily future gut as far as 1 can bring my knowledge of the 
English language to bear upon the subject, ‘may be’ is oftener used 
vith reference to the future than the past or the present.” 

Swinren Eapy, J., after reciting the facts and reading the quotation 
from the agreement set out verbatim above, said: In my judgment 
this agreement to settle does not extend to or include the property to 
vhich the husband ultimately became entitled under the will of his 
father, nor does it extend to any property to which he might become 
entitled in the future. In fact, it does not include what is, in my 
CounseL, Jomdin and Marcy. 
Hutchings, Easterbrook, & 


judgment, a mere spes successionis. 
Soticitors, Mann d& Crimp, for Kitsons, 
('o., Torquay. 

{Reported by L. M. MAy, Barrister-at-Law.] 


SALES v. SALES. Eve, J. 13th Oct, 


Power To ApPpoIntT—ReEFEeRENCE TO CHAM- 
-Ricut To NOMINATE. 


Re SALES, 


[RusTEES——-New TRUSTEES 
BERS TO Appoint New TRUSTEES 
in order directing a reference to chambers to appoint new trustees 
of a will suspends the power given by the will to appoint new trustees, 
hut it does not disqualify the donee of the power from nominating jt 
and proper persons to be new trustees, and in the absence of misconduct 
the court will appoint the persons nominated by the donee of the power 
in preference to those nominated by other parties. 

Re Gadd (23 Ch. D. 134) followed. 

These were two summonses, one taken out by the plaintiffs asking 
that their nominees might be appointed new trustees of the will of the 
testator, F. J. Sales, and the other taken out by the defendants asking 
that their nominees might be appointed. The action was brought by 
Leneficiaries under the will against the trustees, and the plaintiffs 
claimed an inquiry as to the investments made by the trustees, a de 
claration that they ought to make good any loss, that they might be 
removed from the trust and new trustees appointed, and for adminis 
tration of the trust estate so far as was necessary. By. an order of the 
| 9th of March, 1911, made by consent, the costs of the plaintiffs were 
ordered to be taxed and paid by the defendants, and after directing 
certain inquiries the order proceeded, and the defendants ‘‘ by their 
counsel expressing their desire to retire from the trusts of the will, it 18 
ordered that they be at liberty so to retire, and it is ordered that it 
be referred to chambers to appoint new trustees for the said will in 
their place.’ The majority of the beneficiaries were in favour of the 
defendants’ nominees. It was contended on behalf of the plaintiffs 
that the power to appoint new trustees given to the defendants by the 
will was superseded by the consent order, and that the defendants had 
no preferential right of nomination. 

Eve, J.—This is an action by beneficiaries under the will of F. J. 








se 1 Reema — 





If, 


t have’ 
prefore, 
imself 
of fact 
and on 
llowed 
ct 

». for 
ecler d& 





IETHER 
3Y THE 
rLED 


forth- 
est, as 
will o7 
after 
esidue 
aught 


juptial 


other 
it was 
of the 

On 
; will. 
all my 
I may 


icant 
where 
judg 
n any 
‘ty to 
ot ten 
ne is 
f the 
used 


tation 
rment 
ty to 
f his 
come 
1 my 
arcy. 


ik, & 


HAM- 


stees 
tees 
i jt 
duct 


ower 


king 
' the 
king 
t by 
itiffs 
de 
t be 
inis 
the 
vere 
ting 
heir 
it is 
it it 
] in 
the 
tiffs 
the 
had 


J. 





ee 


et cere 





Oct. 21, 1911. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. [Vol. 55.] 839 


Sales instituted for an inquiry as to the investments made by the trus ] Ernest Rienarp Davi nd Tuomas ALEXANDER GROs! 
tees, for removal of the trustees, and the appointment of new trustees | (Ernest R. Davies & Grose), Ross. Oct. 10 (Gazette, Oct. 13. 
and for administration so far as was necessary. The action 
launched against the trustees on allegations not impugning their honest 
but alleging that they had been improvident and unwise in n 


solicitors 


General. 





the trust investments. The trustees put in a defence in which tl ., : 

traversed the allegations made against ther The action came on fo . vaEw fates ha wcen mx¢ | by the judges going on_ the 
hearing, and it then appeared that all th ediinenie wire vek dni \ | Cireu Ni ond Oth of October. Dun 
regular, and the trustees, like wise perso! bmitted to such ord rt tN te I York, Mond A, 15th of November 
the court might make in order to a t ether any loss had | S Lol rN 

occasioned to the trust estate by the retention of any improper invest are | (i. ‘ ST. O.LE.. Ck of the Hous 
ments, and they went a step further and said that if any loss had been | o¢ di ' nul lacbeate Om Methods of Legisla 
occasioned they were willit to make good the loss to the estate, and { \\ ' Oet th, at 5.40 p.m., t th University 
it followed that they would pay the costs d to the judgment lhe ( | The } H Lord Just Kletel Moulton will 
they took a further step, and said they wer lling and anx t 

retire from the trust That being tl | on of affairs at the trial 


Law rance 


a consent order was made for an inquiry iny loss, and the trus 











tees ele ting to retire it re rrea hambers to appoint new . 5 ; ! nd memb or % Bar pre sent 
trustees in their place. When the matt vas carried into chambers -% - t pot-pour : uminated 
both the plaintiffs and defendants nom ited fit and proper persor ; aa ; Ul — cad Phe presentation was 
to be trustees, and a contest has arisen whether the defendants have : | \ 
preferential right of nominating the new trustees It j ntended With ref ’ t i } ist ec] m the uygest that 
on behalf of the plaintiffs that the order of March, 1911, 1 iperseded ( f { nit Dy ild have power to | m trial 
the power of the defendants to appoint 1 trustees, and that it i n tl ( / i what the Council of Judges said 
1M yp ssible to read the order without se« that the onduct i ti ! } ) ' nt of the Cou t (rimin \ppea! 
trustees has been impugned, and therefore they ought not to non te | n rs i prevent oppre os ouncil think 
the new trustees. That is quite true uy ertain point, but when | that tl ‘ t not to | ria n criminal case ind that if the 
one is estimating the effect of the order one must have regard to t] tion ised ought noi to be put in jeopardy 
conduct of the trustees and the charges made against them. It is t1 
that there were breaches of trust, but the vere only irregulariti ai issin +} l, j f ap ils 
and the trustees took steps to put matters right, and said at on \\ dor ( bus nd Employe) ‘Liability 3? 
that they were prepared to submit to a rdet That is certainly not | ee te nie aie — d er me the 
conduct which disqualifies them from 1 iting new trustees Uhe cae : seal ifn , rated somé 
order, no doubt, suspended the power, but does it entirely supersede it ate Re te es 1 tine e ht fe het} | leet, 
or does it leave the nomination in the hand f the trustees It i | ] rt 7 j t I] lt improbabl 
that the order in this case is not like the decree in Re Gadd (23 Ch. D } ditty l a il feelir f uncertain in ird to 
134), and it is an order by hich t] t s taken the nominat sph wer ‘beige : 
into its own hands, and that WViddleton vy. 7? 7 Hare 106) she t] : ae “ ‘ : ' 
the donee of the power has no greater right nomination in chambers l ! i { { | i Ib h ¢ TL | 
than the other parties. I cannot accept that view. I think uml ! remal n 
falls within Re Gadd, and as the def have nominated fit Ment v. Pit lecision (1905) 
propel persons to be ne trustees I should disi irdit the d j t had 1 nto 4 Y This year 
in that case if I were to appoint the pl tiffs’ nominees Chere ' nin Aent f + & tead 
be one order on the two summonses ointing the lefendar i } i on n I | 
nominees to be new trustees, and the t | be costs in the action | ! list t! pu { vd é‘ I 
CouNSEI Jessel, K.C., and Cann; 7. O. Lawrence, KC. and bt ts t lve re { th the 
Heckscher; Young. Soricrrons : Whale d- Wates; Hughes-Narl sh | @ ist | to 34,059, aa ce t 1,9 
& Thomas; Pemberton, Cope, Gray, & ¢ . 4 ( \ the Time ‘ Velsh jurym 
[Reported by 8S. E. Wittiams, Barrister-at-Law.] | lead th English t! lared then 
{ ' ect } led las ‘ 
— — \1 j e ( i upon the ret ent { e 4 th 
The Hon. Mrs. Robert Hamilton is about to write the Life of | J { expel d that difh “9 nd 
her father, the late Viscount Wolverhampton (Sir H. H. Fowler) ‘ . epee — fs 
and would be very grat ful for the loan of letters, or copies of letters t i et ; t i t une ‘ 
written by him which would add to the interest of the memoir. Thi pay Peg ecg - vel . 
letters, or copies of the letters, should be sent to her at Sutton St. re 
Anne Rectory, Loughborough, Leicestershire. 
Q | Lied 1) t / ( é 
= IL) i} ito I | | juror in res] t 
e j lov i ‘ | mol ardet ipy it be excused 
Obituary. f! mad t he reeided at K nes tland und 
~ } T Lond ou for eighteen montl he id that 
Mr. E. H. Pickersgill. Lf | to answer th une | wished to 
We regret to announce the death, on tl 15th inst., of Mr. E. H sie =. oo | -¢ t os - en 
Pickersgill, who was recently appointed a Met jitan Police maygistrat scp P ; ganrtens : 
He was educated at the York Grammar School, and entered the ¢ ‘7 : in m ! 
Service at the age of e1 hteen. He graduated at the London University mid I . A < . ! 
in 1872, and was called to the Bar in 1884 In the following yeal he M Frederi H I . \utobiographi Mer . just 
was elected member of Parliament for South-West Bethnal Gree hed t L have e lived to be in 
With only a single interruption, he kept that seat until his appointm: toucl th rt t eminent counse rae a ul 
as a Metropolitan Police magistrate He was keenly interested i L, 1} i i rt and nea euie and um 
criminal law reform, and was an occasi ntributor to this journal R ( l ! lo say t I | hardly | “ 
‘ t h ( | d Hora 
—— —_———__—— = l) ' ! | I ] ph al 
~ ‘ I f i il Wool } 
Legal News. bigots in religion, and party hacl 
- s tat f Not | 1 creat | er il il pract ho had 
Appointments. f abstract thought, o1 nal sens 
Mr. FrepericKx Crowre, solicitor, of Si bury, has been appointed truth 
clerk of the pe e and clerk of th Salop | { Council t () Lot t t ( t | Criminal Cou i pleaded 
to the late Mr. Cres | Pook Mr. Crowte has been for over eight | an ite Vite he provecutur 
years deputy-clerk of the Salop County Council } | stated f the 7 Mr. J . tos d 
Lord Roperr Ceci K.C., has been « ted chairman of the H Do | t iu! J thine ut the | I murder 
fordshire Quarter Se ms, in place of the Marquis of Salisbury, I ) Just scrutton And th tn thre 
has 3 ned , t he . I} ! f th court 
= “ | j ‘ rutt i J ( a that 
~ : » } ! ‘ to be reyvretted The pi er has 
Chanyes in Partnerships, &c. he nae eee teial ammeter, weit Ot. ete aadedinie tak saan 
Dissolutions Jury, without any direction in law from the judge as to the difference 
. : } be det nd mansiaughter (an bscure subject vhich even 
Harry Wytes and Watter Epwarp Morris, solicitor Ekin me of us d t completely understand), should take upon themselves 
Wyles, & Morris), Nottingham. Sept. 29 to settle what crime a prisoner is to be tried for 
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Mr. Justice Coleridge on Monday fixed next Monday for the trial of 
the action of Dyson v. the Attorney-General, in which Mr. John Dyson, 
of Leeds, reeks to have the validity of Form IV. tested by the courts. 

Mr. Justice Bray, Mr. Justice A. T. Lav and Mr. Justice 
Hamilton have been elected to serve as election judges during the next 
twelve months 

Mr. H. Mansfield Robinson, LL.D., 
clerkship of Shoreditch to become Clerk 
East London, wae thie 


number of sul ribers in reco 


rence, 


ently resigned the tow: 
to the Income Land Tax 
, 


weel pres nted with hie por 


who ree 
and 
Commissioners for 
trait in oils by a 
to the borough 
thanks from the 
County Council 
made by the Mayor 
Borough Council to accept the 
Chamber with that of the M yor The portrait is the 
Reginald G. Jennings 


gnition of his servicee 
yeal . He il 0 received an 
framed by pupils of the 
Shoreditch Technical Institute. The preeentation wae 
(Councillor H. B. Bird Mr. Robinson aeked the 
portrait to be hung in the Council 
work of Mr 


for twenty address of 
Londot 


Borough Council, 


At the opening of the Dorset As izes, on Wednesd iV, Say the T'ime 
the Lord Chief Justice, his charge to the Gr j Jury, said there had 
been in many places a demand—and a very proper demand—for addi 
tional facilities for the trial of civil causes at the assizes. The last 
Order in Council enabled civil business to be taken at the autum: 
assizes if there was such business to be taken and a desire that it 
should be then taken. He therefore wished it to be known that if 
parties desired to bring up civil business at the autumn assizes in 


future, and would communicate with His Majesty's judges, opportunity 


would be afforded for that business to be taken, but this wa not a 
power that he should exercise where there was not substential business 
to be tried. 

The death is announced of Mr. Justice Harlan, which causes a 
vacancy in the United States Supreme Court He was, says the Times 
a massive figure, a striking personality, a man whose name in the 
popular estimation stood for independence of judgment and strength 


among those who knew 


sturdy 
rhout his seve nty eight 


of conviction, and whose simple haracter 
him attracted equal respect and affection. Throug 
he enjoyed unfailing health of body and mind. Only a 
he took his seat at the opening of the Supreme Court, 
had served nearly thirty-four years, and where he hoped to 
months more so that his te rm might be the longest 
to an attack of bronchitis, leaving a 


years of lerfe 
few days ago 
where he 
retain his seat a few 


in history He succumbed acute 





reputation as a great citizen no less than as a great jurist. He re 
tained, says the Daily Mail, the habits of his Kentucky boyhood to the 
end, and his borrowing a che W of toba co” from a colleague during 
the hearing of a prosy case became a classic of Washington gossip. The 
judge, howe ver, asserted that another judge borrowed the tobacco from 
him. Once he was playing golf with a bishop, who missed the ball 
three times and then barked his shins without saying a word, the 
judge finally remarked, ‘‘ Bishop, that is the most profane silence | 
have ever heard ! ’ 

A report iesued by the Home Office on the operation in 1910 of the 
Workmen's Compensation Act and the Employe: Liability Act, eaye 
that returns have been collected from the seven great groupe of indu 
trie mine quarrit railway factorie harbours and docks, con 
tructional works, and shipping. In these seven groups the number of 
employers included in the returns was 134,820, and the aggregate num 


ber of persons employed and coming within the provisions of the Act 


was over seven millions. The total amount of compensation paid under 
the Act in the seven groups was £2,700,325, as compared wit} 
£2,274,238 in the previous year. When to this is added the costs of 
management, commission, legal and medical expenses, &c., the total 


to nearl 


und in 


charge borne by the industries probably amounts 
£4,000 ,000 Compensation was paid in 5,510 cases of death 
378,340 cases of disablement The average payment in case of de ith 
was £153, in disablement £5 146. Only a very small propor 
tion of the claims under the Act became the subje t of litigation. The 
total number of cases under the Workmen's Compeneation Act whicl 
were taken into court in England 


and Wales in 1910 was 6,666; 


ecven 


case of 


many 


of these, however, were applications for dealing with allowances that 
had already been granted, and many were rettled out of court or other 
wise disposed of, so that the total number of original claims for com 
pensation finally settled within the cognisance of the courts was only 
5,862. In Scotland the corresponding figures were 1,514 and 486; in 
Ireland 1,034 and 658 respectively. 

The meeting of the tenth Congress of the International Maritime 
Committee, composed of lawyers, shipowners, and underwriters, took | 
place, says the Hvening Standard, at Paris, from the 9th inst. until 


to discuss the unification of the law relating to shipowners’ 
liability for loss of life and personal injury, and also the unification of 
the law of freight. Nearly all the English representatives were 
by their absence, the only ones present being Mr. Arthur 
delegate of the London Chamber of Commerce, Mr Douglas 
and Mr. J. E. R. Stephens. On the first-mentioned subject a 
was passed: ‘‘ That an international convention should be 
concluded on the an additional liability in favour of life and 
personal injury claims. The conference is of opinion that this addi 
tional liability should be assessed at £7 per ton on the tonnage of the 
ship.’’ With regard to the unification of the law of freight, a draft cod: 
was discussed, but not formally ben yr Ou the 
freight was payable upon gox ds which did not axrive 


this week, 


con 
spicuous 
Serena, 
Owen, 

resolution 


basis of 


of affreightment 
question w heth 








Dr. Sieveking proposed two new sub-sections to 
The first made freight payable on animals 
and the second declared that the 
yeneral average should be 
first, he said, was a 
in the draft which he 
animals whi 


at their destination, 
Article 2 of the draft code. 
which had died during the voyage, 
tights of the parties relative to freight in 
regulated by the laws of general average. The 
very vexed question, and Lord Justice Kennedy, 


had prepared, proposed that freight should be due for 


had died during the voyage. As to the second amendment, if goods 
had been jettisoned during the voyage it stood to reason that they 
would not arrive at the port of destination, and if nothing was said 
in the draft code to the effect that the relations between parties arising 
out of general average were not affected by the draft code, then no 


contribution in general 


What he pro 


.djuster would be able to assess the 
freight for goods which had not been lost. 
xplanatory and not anything new. Article 4 of the 
draft code states that prey aid freight, provided that the ship has sailed 
on the voyage, cannot be recovered, Bsa the goods are wholly or 
partially lost during the voyage. The German delegates thought it was 
advisable to go further and to include in this article advance freight, 
} difficult to distinguish between advance 


averaye 
erage toi 


posed was merely e 


because it was often very \ 
freight and prepaid freight and decide in which category a particular 
case came. This was opposed by the American delegate. The con- 


to include advance freight, eventually 
draft code, subject to certain amend- 
for future discussion 


ference, however, after deciding 
passed Articles 1—5 and 17 of the 


ments, and the remaining articles stand over 


Royan Navan Cotiece, Ossorne.—For information relating to the 
entry of Cadets, Parents and Guardians should write for ‘‘ How to 
Secome a Naval Officer’’ (with an introduction by Admiral the Hon. 
Sir E. R. Fremantle, G.C.B., C.M.G.), containing an illustrated 
description of life at the Royal Naval Colleges at Osborne and Dart- 





mouth.—Gieve, Matthews, & Seagrove, 65, South Molton-street, Brook- 
street, London, W. [Apvr.] 





The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auction Sales. 


Oct. 24.—Versrs. Mantuze & Maaruer, at the Mart, at 1.30: Shop Premises and 
Chambers, and Town Residence (sce advertisement, back page, Oct. 7). 

Oct. 25.—Mesars. Dovetis Youse@ & Co., at tho Mart, at 2: Leasehold Blocks of 
R sidential Suites, and Freeho'd thops, Premises, Xc. (see advertisement, back paga, 
Uct. 7). 

Oct. 25.—Messrs. Dyer, Sow & Hitron, at the Mart, at 2: Modern Building (see 
advertisement, back page, Oct, 14). 

Oct. 27.—Mesers. Weatmeeatt & Gazex, at the Mart, at 2 
and Investments (see advertisement, back page, this week). 

Oct. 27, - Mesera. Hopeson & Co., at 115, Chancery Lane, 
tonkcases, &c. (eee advertisement, b.ck page, thie week). 

Oct. 20 —Meesrs. Tucxerr & Son, at the Mart, at 2: 
Proparty (see advertisement, back page, this week). 

Oct. 31.—Messra. Bropiz, Times & Co., at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Ground Rents 
see advertisement, back page, this week). 

Nov. 1.—Messre. Hamrrow & Sous, at the Mart: Freehold Investment (see advertise- 
mer.t, back page, Oct. 7). 

Nov. 14 and 28.—Mesers. Vewrom, Burtt & Coorsr, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold 
Ground Rents (eee advertisement, back page, this week). 


Result of Sale. 


Reversions, Lise Inreaest, any Expowmenr Pottcy. 


Messrs. H. E. Foster & Caanriecn held their usual Forinightly Sala, N». 961, of 
the above-named interests, at the Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, E.C., on Thursday last, 
when the following Lots were sold at the prices named, the total amount realizod being 


: Freehold G-ound Rants 
W.%., at 1: Law Books, 


Leisehold Reside ica and 








| £7,210 
BSOLUTE REVERSIONS— 
To £4,839 .. ove ose ove ‘ Sold £2,050 
| To £2,715... one eve on _ - ooo “~ o £25 
REVERSION to £2,845 eee 9 £550 
REVERSION to £1,813, also the ABSOLUTE REVE RSION to £792 ,, £515 
The LIFE INTEREST in £1,786 per annum (subject to Jointures, fc.) ,, £2,100 
ENDOWMENT POLICY for £500 aon nes ' aon ies 9 £370 
Court Papers. 
. ° 
Supreme Court of Judicature. 
Rota or Reoistears ts ATTENDANCE On 
Date EMERGENCY Arrxat Court Mr.Justice Mr. Justice 
Rora. No, 2, Joven. Swinvew Eapy. 
Monday Oct Theed Mr Bloxam Mr Synge Mr Farmer 


23 Mr 
24 













Tuesday .ss...09 Charch heed Goldschmidt Bloxam 
Wednesday ...... 25 Synge Charch Greswell Theed 
Thursday ......... 26 Goldschmidt Synge Beal Charch 
Friday .... « 27 Greswell Goldschmidt Borrer Synge 
Saturday ......... 28 Beal Greswell Leach Goldachimidt 
Date Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Wanuinorox,. NEVILLE. Parkes. Eve, 
Monday Oct. 23 Mr Beal Mr Church Mr UGreswell Mr Leach 
Tuesday ........ 24 Borrer Synge Beal Farmer 
Wednesday . 25 Leach Goldschmidt Borrer Bloxam 
Thursday . 26 Farmer Greswell Leach Theed 
| PrIGAY ceccesreeeee 27 Bloxam Beal Farmer Church; 
Saturday... 23 Theed Borrer Bloxam Syogs 
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COURT OF APPEAL. 
MICHAELMAS SITTINGS, 1911. 


The appeals or other business proposed to be taken will, from time to 
time, be announced in the Daily Cause List. 


(Continued from page 824). 
In ne Tae WorkMmen’s Compensation Acts, 1897 anv 1906. 
(From County Courts.) 
1910. 


Davies v Hill’s Plymouth Colliery appl of applicant from award of 
County Court (Glamorgan, Merthyr Tydfil), dated June 23, 1910 
July 5 (s o till after decision in House of Lords in ** Pope v Hill's 
Plymouth Collierics *’) 

1911. 

Godwin v The Lords Commissioners of the Admiralty appl of appli 
cant from award of County Court (Hampshire, Portsmouth), dated 
Feb 16, 1911 (s o for Attorney-Gen) March 8 

Maune v Ashton Bros & Co ld appl of respts from award of County 
Court (Cheshire, Hyde), dated Feb 25, 1911 (s o until after decision 
in House of Lords in ‘ Keeling v The New Monckton Collieries ”’ 
March 16 

Jones v Tirdonkin Colliery Co appl of applicant from award of 
County Court (Glamorganshire, Swansea), dated Feb 2, 1911 April 12 

Thomas v Cory Bros & Co ld_ appl of applicant from award of County 
Court (Glamorganshire, Bridgend), dated March 25, 1911 April 13 

Noden v Galloways ld appl of respts from award of County Court 
(Lancashire, Manchester), dated March 28, 1911 April 13 

Brooks v Andrew Knowles & Sons Id appl of respts from award of 
County Court (Lancashire, Salford), dated March 27, 1911 April 13 

Adams v Thomson and anr appl of respts from award of County 
Court (Lancashire, Liverpool), dated March 24, 1911 April 13 

Weighill v Consett [ron Works ld appl of applicant from award of 
County Court (Durham, Durham), dated March 31, 1911 April 19 
(s o till after decision in House of Lords in ‘‘ Barnes v Nunnery 
Colliery Co’’) 

Griffiths v North’s Navigation Collieries (1839) ld appl of applicant 
from award of County Court (Glamorganshire, Bridgend), dated 
March 30, 1911 April 20 

Heale v Vickers, Son & Maxim appl of respts from award of County 
Court (Kent, Dartford), dated April 5, 1911 April 20 (s o till No 
13 disposed of) 

Bartholomew v Same appl of respts from award of County Cowt 
(Kent, Dartford), dated April 5, 1911 April 20 (s o till No 13 
disposed of) 

Phillips v Same appl of respts from award of County Court (Ken! 
Dartford), dated April 5, 1911 April 20 

Barrett v Barrett and Power appl of respts from award of County 
Court (Middlesex, Shoreditch), dated April 4, 1911 April 20 

The Victor Mills ld v Shackleton appl of respt from award of County 
Court (Lancashire, Ashton-under-Lyne), dated April 6, 1911 April 27 

Richardson v Owners of the Ship Avonmore appl of respts from 
award of County Court (Durham, West Hartlepool), dated April 7, 
1911 April 27 

Hoare v Arding & Hobbs appl of respts from award of County Court 
(Surrey, Wandsworth), dated April 10, 1911 April 29 

The South Eastern & Chatham Ry Companies Management Committee 
v Ewell appl of respt from award of County Court (Surrey, South 
wark), dated March 13, 1911 April 29 

Curtis v Talbot and ors appl of applicants from award of County 
Court (Worcestershire, Kidderminster), dated April 11, 1911 May 1 

Furnivall v Johnson’s Iron & Steel Co Id appl of respts from award 
of County Court (Staffordshire, West Bromwich), dated April 11, 
1911 May 2 

Parker v Pont appl of applicant from award of County Court (Kent, 
Canterbury), dated April 22, 1911 May 12 

Smith v National Provincial Insce Corpn ld appl of applicant from 
award of County Court (Worcestershire, Dudley), dated May 2, 
1911 May 13 

Dunn v Same appl of applicant fiom award of County Court (Wor 
cestershire, Dudley), dated May 2, 1911 May 13 

Swinbank v Bell Bros ld appl of applicant from award of County 
Court (Durham, Durham), dated April 24, 1911 May 13 

Hoare v Owners of Barge Cecil Rhodes appl of applicant from award 
of County Court (Kent, Faversham), dated April 24, 1911 May 16 

Hlomer v Gough and anr appl of respts from award of County Court 
(Worcestershire, ), dated May 2, 1911 May 16 

Lee v Owners of Ship Bessie and anr appl af respts from award of 
County Court (Somersetshire, Bridgwater), dated April 28, 1911 
May 17 , 

Davies v Gillespie and anr appl of respts from award of County 
Court (Lancashire, Salford), dated May 5, 1911 May 20 

Higgins v Poulson appl of applicant from award of County Court 
(Lancashire, Liverpool), dated May 4, 1911 May 23 

Biggart v Owners of Steamship Minnesota appl of applicant from 
award of County Court (Middlesex, Bow), dated May 19. 1911 May 30 

Edmondson’s ld v Parker appl of respt from award of County Court 
(Middlesex, Edmonton), dated May 25, 1911 May 30 

Jenkins v The Standard Colliery Co ld appl of respts ifrom award of 
Gents Court (Glamorganshire, Pontypridd), dated May 13, 1911 
une 


Harding vy The Express Dairy Co ld appl of applicant from award of 
County Court (Middlesex, Bloomsbury), dated May 22, 1911 June 2 
Braithwaite and Kirk vy James Cox appl of respt from award of County 
Court (Staffordshire, West Bromwich), dated May 16, 1911 June 3 
Mawdsley v West Leigh Colliery Co ld appl of respts from award of 
County Court (Lancashire, Leigh), dated May 19, 1911 June 7 

Eaton v Evans appl of respt from award of County Court (Hampshire, 
Southampton), dated May 19, 1911 June 9 

Johnson y Charlaw and Sacriston Collieries Co ld appl of applicant 
from award of County Court (Durham, Durham), dated June 14, 1911 
June 29 

Ashley v Lilleshall Cold appl of applicant from award of County Court 
(Shropshire, Newport), dated June 15, 1911 July 5 

Palmer v Comber appl of respt from award of County Court (Somerset, 
Bridgwater), dated June 16, 1911 July 6 

Moore v Naval Colliery Co ld appl of applicant from award of County 
Court (Glamorganshire, Pontypridd), dated June 29, 1911 July 6 

Hill v Border Union Steamship Co ld appl of applicant from award of 
County Court (Yorkshire, Hull), dated June 16, 1911 July 7 

Calico Printers Assoc ld vy Higham appl of respt from award of County 
Court (Lancashire, Ashton-under-Lyne and Stalybridge), dated June 
21,1911 July 12 

Panagotis v The Owners of the SS Pontiac appl of respt from award of 
County Court (Glamorganshire, Barry), dated July 4, 1911 July 12 

Calico Printers Assoc ld y Higham appl of applicants from award of 
County Court (Lancashire, Ashton-under-Lyne and Stalybridge), dated 
June 22,1911 July 13 

Wood (widow) v D Dayis & Sons ld appl of respts from award of 
County Court (Glamorganshire, Pontypiidd), dated June 29, 1911 
July 18 

Burton v Walter Scott ard Middleton appl of applicant from award 
of County Court (Kent, Woolwich) dated June 28, 1911 July 19 

Fotherby vy Marsh & Sons Id appl of respts from award of County 
Court (Essex, Southend), dated July 10, 1911 July 20 

Polled and anr v Great Northern Ky appl of respts from award of 
County Court (Hertford, Hit hin), dated July 4, 1911 July 24 

Amys v Barton appl of respt from award of County Court (Norfolk, 
Atteborough and Watton), dated July 10, 1911 July 27 

Powell v The Bryndu Colliery Co appl of respts fron. award of County 
Court (Glamorganshire, Bridgend), dated July 27, 1911 July 27 

Joyce v ‘The Wellingborough Lron Co appl of applicant from award of 
Céunty Court (Northamptonshire, Wellingborough), dated July 29, 
1911 July 29 

Beaumont vy Underground Electric Rys Co of London ld appl of respts 
from award of County Court (West London, Brompton), dated July 11, 
1911 July 29 

Thoburn v Bedlington Coal Co ld appl of respts from award of County 
Court (Northumberland, Morpeth), dated July 20, 1911 Aug 3 

Taylor v Bolckow, Vaughan & Co ld appl of respts from award of 
County Court (Yorkshire, Middlesbrough), dated Feb 17, 1911 Aug 4 

Breakwell v Clee Hill Granite Co ld appl of respts from award of 
County Court (Shropshire, Ludlow), dated July 19, 1911 Aug 5 

Coulson v The Worshipiul Company of Drapers appl of respts from 
award of County Court (Cambridgeshire, Cambridge), dated July 29, 
1911 Aug 9 

Smith v Adnams & Co ld (The Riley Monufacturing Co Id, 3rd Parties) 
appl of respts from award of County Court (Suffolk, Halesworth), 
dated July 19, 1911 Aug 9 

Newhouse & Co v Johnson appl of applicants from award of County 
Court (Norfolk, Norwich), dated July 18, 1911 Aug 17 

Pitt v Wolff appl of respt from award of County Court (Middlesex, 
West London, Brompton), dated July 27, 1911 Aug 17 

Jessop v Maclay and anr app! of respts from award of County Court 
(Yorkshire, Kingston-upon-Hull), dated Aug 4, 1911 Aug 21 

Humber Towing Co ld v Barclay -appl of applicants from award of 
County Court (Yorkshire, Kingston-upon-Hull), dated Aug 24, 1911 
Aug 23 

Marriott and anr v Brett & Beney ld appl of applicants from award 
of County Court (Middlesex, Whitechapel), dated Aug 9, 1911 
Aug 28 

Leach v Laverack & Goddard Id appl of respts from award of County 
Court (Yorkshire, Hull), dated Auy 11, 1911 Aug 3l 

Pomagolis v Owners of 8 Ship Pontiac appl of respts from award of 
County Court (Glamorganshire, Barry), dated Aug 15, 1911 Sept 4 

Edmunds v Owners of the Ship Peterson appl of respts from award 
of County Court (Carmarthenshire, Llanelly), dated Aug 21, 1911 
Sept 5 

James v Vivian appl of applicant from award of County Court (Wor- 
cestershire, Worcester}, dated Aug 23, 1911 Sept 9 

Smith v Morrison appl of applicant from award of City of London 
Court, dated Aug 22, 1911 Sept 21 

Fry v The Mayor, &c of Cheltenham appl of respts from award of 
County Court (Gloucesrtersr'tire, Cheltenham), dated Sept 8, 1911 
Sept ?1 

Stevens v Insoles ld appl of applicant from award of County Court 
(Glamorganshire, Pontypridd), dated Sept 7, 1911 Sept 28 

Bevan v The Energlyn Colliery Co appl of respts from award of 
County Court (Glamorganshire, Pontypridd), dated Sept 8, 1911 
Sept 29 
N.B.—The above List contains Chancery, Palatine and King’s Bench 

Final and Interlocutory Appeals, &c, set down to October 2, 1911. 


¥ 
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High Court of Justice.—King’s Bench Division. 











MICHAELMAS SITTINGS, 1911. 
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A—In charge of Special Jury List. B—In charge of Common Jury 
List. C—In charge of Non-Jury List. 
I'wo of His Majesty’s Judges, yet to be selected, will attend the 


November and December Sessions of the Central Criminal Court. 


. . . 
Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette,—FRIDAY, Oct. 13, 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 

Liuirep 1m Cmanogey. 

ALLEN & MANNOocH, LtD—Creditors are required, on or before Nov 24, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William Henry 
Peat, 11 Ironmonger In. Oliver & Co, Warwick st, Regent st, solors to the liquidator. 

ANIMATOPHONE SYNDICATE, LtD—Petn for winding up, presented Oct 12, directed to 
be heard Oct 24. Tree & Co, 6, Broad Street pl, solors for the petnrs. Noxice of 
appearing must reach the above named not later than 6 o'clock inthe afternoon of 
Oct 23. 

AOWIN RUBBER AND Propuce Co,” Lrp—Petn for winding-up, presented Sept 
directed to be heard Oct 24 Jarvis, 4, Finsbury sq, solor forthe petnr. Notice of 
appearing must reach the above named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of 


| 
| 
| 


29, 


Oct 23. 

CENTRAL KOOTENAY LAND AND DEVELOPMENT Co, LtD—Creditors are required, on or 
before Nov 28, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or 
claims, to George Harmer Johnson, 62, New Broad st, liquidator. 

EAST NORTHAMPTONSHIRE BUILDERS INSURANCE Co, Ltb—Creditors are required, on or 
before Oct 21, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 
or claims, to T. J. Morgan, Silver st, Wellingborough. Morgan & George, Welling- 

| borough, solors to the liquidator. 

E.C. CATERING Co, Ltp.—Petn for winding-up, presented Oct 12, directed to be 
heard Oct 24 Malcolm R. C. Scott, 35, New Broad st, solor for the petor. Notice 
of appearing must reach the above named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon 

| of Oct &% 

| FREDERICK C, GLENISTER & CO, Ltp.—Petn for winding up, presented Oct 9, directe | 
to be heard Oct 24 Indermaur & Brown, 22, Chancery In, solors for the petnrs Notice 
of appearing must reach the above named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon 
of Oct 23. 

NorTH CERRO MURIANO Copper MINES, LTD,—Criditors sre required, on or bi fore 
Nov 1, tovend th-ir names and addres-es, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to F. H. Williams, 6, Queen Street pl, liquidator. 

SEA VIEW ASSEMBLY kooms, LTp.—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 27, to send 

| in their Christian and surnames, their addresses and full particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Sidney Phill.:p Thomas Watson, Guildford Houset Sea View, Isle of Wight, 
liquidator. 

| Ska View RoLLeR Rink Co, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or before Nov 19, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Charles 

| Lucas, Boston, liquidator 

| THOMAS LACKEY AND Co, Ltp—Petn for winding-up, presented Sept 22, directed to be 
heard at the County Court House, St Peter's Gate, Nottingham, Oct 27 at12 Wallis 
& Starkie, York chmbra, Long Eaton, solors to the petnr Notice of appearing must 
reach the above named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of Oct 26. 

WARING WHITE BUILDING Co, Ltp-—Petn for winding-up, presented Oct 7, directed to 
be heard Oct 24 Downer & Jo!nson, 426, Salisbury house, London wall, solors to the 
petors Notice of appearing must reach the above named not later than 6 o'clock in 
the afternoon of Oct 23 


| London Gazette.—-TUESDAY, Oct 17. 

| JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 

Limitsp 1m CHANCERY. 

AUSTRALASIAN VACUUM CLEANER SYNDICATE,LTD—Petn for winding up, presented Oct 12 
directed to be heard Oct 31 MHasties, Lincoln's inn fielus, solors for the petnr 
Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the 

| afternoon of Oct 30. 

CHARLES WIBER & Co, Lrp, Eltham, Builders—Cr-ditors are req: red on or before 
Nov 7, t se d their namesa d aid e-ses, and the particulars of their debts or claims 
to F ederic William Davis, 95-07, Finsbury pymt, liquidator. 

ECKERSALL & ROTHWELL, LTD—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 31, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their dcbts or claims, to G. A. Duckworth 
7, 8t James’ st, liquidator. 

| F. AND E, DAvky, Lrp—Creditors are requir d, on or b fore Nov 7, to send their 

names and addresses, and the particulars of their debt: cr claims, to Frederic William 
Davis, 95-97, Finsbury pavement, liquidator. 

Kosmo Lupric Om Co, Lrp—Petn for winding up, presented Sept 27, directed to be heard 
Oct 26 at 12, Court House, Stalybridge. Pearson & Co, 435, Corn Exchange bidgs, 

| solors for the petnrs. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 

| 60'clock in the afternoon of Oct 24, 

NATIONAL BANK OF CHINA, LTD (IN LIQUIDATION)—Creditors are required, cn or before 

| Dee 80, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to’A. R. Lowe, Thorner’s chmbrs, Ingram court, Fenchurch st, liquidator. 

NICHOLDS & REYNOLDS, Ltp—Creditors are required, on or ,before Oct 31, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Chas. E. Dovey, 
31, Queen st, Cardiff, liquidator. 

PANDAN (JoHORE) RUBBER EsTATES, LtD—Creditors are required, on or before Nov 28, 
to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to 

| Henry Gunter, Orient House, 42 to45, New Broad st, liquidator. 

| PEATBOARD SYNDICATE, Ltp—Creditors are required, on or before Nov 18, to send their 

names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Newman M. Ogle, 
Worcester House, Walbrook, liquidator. 











Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day or Ctarm. 
London Gasectte.—Turspay, Oct, 17. 


Bov.iyorw, Epwenp, Baker st Bazaar, Baker st Nov 16 Johnson and Another ¥ 
Boulnois; acd Others, Eve, J Johnson, 9, New eq, Lincoln's inn 


Under 22 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day oF Cram. 
London Gazette.—FrRipay, Oct 13. 
ALDous, MARY ANN, Alderminster rd, Bermondsey Nov 4 Gros, St Helen's pl 
ARCHBOLD, JOSEPH ARMSTRONG, Alnmouth, Northumberiand, Gas Works Proprietor 
Nov 13 Hindmarsh & Hardy, Alnwick 
BINGHAM, JOHN, Crystal Palace rd, East Dulwich Nov 8 Stroud, Birkbeck Bank 
chmbrs, High Holborn 
BRINDLE, JOHN WILLIAM MACKRETH, Urmston, Lancashire, Yarn Agent Noy 18 Pres- 
ton & Son, Manchester 
BROODBANK, CALEB, Folkestone Nov2l Bradley & Hulme, Folkestone 
CHRISTIE, WILLIAM HENIN, St Leonards on Sea Novil4 Young & Co, Hastings 
CHURCHILL, FELICIA, Thornton hill, Wimbledon Nov 30 Lowndes & Son, George st, 
Mansion House 
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COLLING, JOSEPH WAKEFORD, Bird st, @xford st Decl Collins & Co, Edgware rd 

Cox, WILLIAM, JP. Yeovil Nov13 Watts & Co, Yeovil 

Davis, EDWARD, Cheltenham Dec 15 Ticehursts & Co, Cheltenham 

FITTON, CLARA, Newcastle upon Tyne Nov 30 Lowndes & Son, George st, Mansfon 
House 

Forpes, Mary, Lower Belgrave st Nov 15 Satchel! & Co, King st, Cheapside 

HALL, EBENKZER, Dronfield, Derby Dec 31 Maxtield, Sheffield 

HEELEY, NEVILLE SMITH, Solihull, Warwick, Stee] Toy Manufacturer Nov 16 Wood & 
Co, Birmingham 

HENTSCH, ALFRED WILLIAM, New Compton st, Surgical Instrument Maker Nov 13 
srook, Dacre House, Arundel st 

HIBBERT, NANCY, Hindley Green, Lancaster Novy8 Marsh & Co, Leigh, Lancs 

Ecsss, EvWarRpD WILLIAM, Tachbrook st, Pimlico Nov17 Yeilding & Co, Vincent sq 
Westminster 

HvuaGon, MARY, Carlis'e Oct 27 Wannop & Westmorland, Carlisle 

JACKSON, JAMES, Shawforth, nr Rochdele Nov 13 Jackson & Co, Rochdale 

JACKSON, JOHN, Sevenoaks, Kent Oct 28 Neve & Peach, Tonbridge 

JAY, ALFRED, Jerningham rd, New Cross Novid Wright, Quien st 

K ELLEY, ELIZABETH, St Leonards on Sea Oct 31 Young & Co, Hasti igs 

KENWORTHY, ARTHUR, Olveston, Glos Nov 27 Burges & Sloan, Bri-tol 

KiGHTLy, HARRY, Chelsham rd, Clapham Nov 9 simpson & Co, Southwark st, 
London Pridge 

KNAGGS, SAMUEL, Huddersfield Nov4 Laycock & Co, Huddersfiel 1 

LANARK, PHa@sE, Goidhawk rd, Shepherd's Bush Nov2t Hanson & Smith, Hammer- 
smith rd 

LESSER, LESSER, Westbourne ter, Hyde Park, Fine Art Dealer Nov 20 Davenport & Co, 
Chancery In 

MACDONNELL, ELIZABETH ANN, St John’s villas, Upper Helloway Dec 10 Cutler & 
Allingham, Duke st, St. James's 

MILLER, MARK, Bolton Novi0 Holden & Holden, Bolton 

NOTTING, WILLIAM, Enfield Nov 14 Edwards & Co, Lawrence In, Cheapside 

PEEKE, GEORGE, Lee, Kent, Leather Manufacturer Nov 25 Carter & Co, Theobalds rd 

REID, JAMES, Canterbury, FRC 8 Nov 25 Reid, King +t, Cheapside 

RIDDELL, SARAH, North Hylton, Durham Oct28 Crow, Sunderland 

RUSHWORTH, EDWIN, Liscard, Chester Oct 30 Teebay & Lynch, Liverpool 

—— BEGINALD, Crosby bidgs, Crosby sq, Ship Broker Nov 25 Paines & Co, S¢ 
elen’s pl 

STOWELL, JAMES, Hereford rd, Bayswat«r, Builder Nov 9 Welman & Sons, West 

bourne gr 

SUTCH, HENRY UTTING, Chapel st, Woolwich Nov il Bayly, Devereux ct, Strand 

SUTCLIFFE, JOHN, Oldham Nov 21 Smith, Oldham 

THOMSON, SAMUEL IRWIN, Heaton Moor, Lancaster, Agent Noy 25 Boote & Co, Man 
chester 

THURSTON, ALFRED PENROSE, Hillfield av, — sey Nov30 Sheehy, Coleman st 

TILLOTT, JOHN BUCKENHAM, Norwich Oct 25 Mills & Reeve, Norwich 

VICKERS, WILLIAM HowAaRTH, Didsbury, Man hester, Paper Merchant Nov 30 Digules 
& Ogden, Manchester 

WATSON, MARGARET ANNE, Bolton Nov9 Warren & Warren, Broad Street pl 

WERNER, HILDEGARD, Newcastle upon Tyne Nov 15 Bird & Sons, Newcastle upon 


Tyne 
WHITE, THOMAS Hastings Nov 15 Morgan, Hastings 
London Gazette.—Tursvay, Oct 17. 
ABRAHAMS, HyAM, Finchley Nov25 Burn & Berridge, Old Broad st 
B k t N ti Miysky, Jusivs, Sheffield, 
Ord Oct il 
an rup cy Oo ICCS. Moore, Veep, Castleford, 


London Gazette.—Fripay, Oct, 13. Pet Sept 29 Ord Oct 11 


RECEIVING ORDERS. High Court Pet Oct 9 


Barrett, Georce Atpert, Leeds, Grocer Leeds Pet Oct | Nicnocas, Ricnanp, Chepstow, Mons, Coal 

10 Ord Oct 10 Newport, Mons Pet Oct 6 
Berruier, Henry, Holland Park av,Corn Dealer High Nicnonas, Winuiam Wene, 
Pembroke Dock Pet Oct 11 


Court Pet Oct7 Ord Oct 7 


Yorke, Decorator Wakefield 


Mountrorp, Epwarp Jouy, Butler st, Tie Manufacturer 


ANDERSON, ROBERT SHAND, Belize rd Nov 25 Cochran & Macpherson, Aberdecn 

ANDERTON, SAMUEL, Birmingham, Chemist Novl Lee & Co, Birmingham 

ARCHER, CECIL RADCLIFFE, Minehead, Somerset Dec 4 Watts & Co, Newton Abbot 

BEANES, EDWARD, Paddock Wood, Kent Nov 16 Routh & Co, Southampton st, 
Bloomsbury 

Best, RayMonD Ropert, Cardiff, Ship Store Manager Nov 14 Annear, Junr 
Cardiff 


Binp, ELIZABETH MARY, Dawlish, Devon Nov 12 Graham & Wigley, King st, 


Cheapside 

Biscor, HENRY STAFFORD TYNDALE, Kidlington, Oxford Nov 20 Nicholson & Co, 
Coleman st 

BoD, Mary ELizapern, Cheetham, Manchester Novi2 Ross, Belfast 

CARGILL, DONALD STUART, Handsworth Noy 14 Ore, Birmingham 

CHADWICK, EDWIN, Stalybridge Nov 30 Garside & Co, Stalybridge 

CHIENEY, HARRIETT, Seven Sistersrd Nov 25 Davis, Pall Mall 

CRABBE, JoOUN FRANCIS GWYNNE, Abergavenny, School Teacier Nov 17 David & 
Evans, Cardiff 

DEAN, EDWIN, Slaithwaite, York, Medical Practitioner Nov 15 Freeman, Slaithwaite 

FowLer, ELIZABETH, Chorlton on Medlock, Manchester Nov 15 Thomson, Manchester 

GRANT, STEPHEN, jun, twickenh m Nov 30 W H & AG Herbert, Cork st, Burlington 
gdos 

HALL, ANNE Soputa, Middleton, nr Pickering, Yorks Jan 1 Whitehead & Son, Pickering 

HARRIS, HENRY, Yardley, Worcester Nov 14 Lea & Lea, Old Jewry chmbrs 

HARRIS, MaRy, St Agnes, Cornwall Nov 14 Hancock, Truro 

HINDLEY, JouNn, Heaton Moor, nr Stockport Nov 30 Thistlethwaite & Brownsword, 
Mancheste! 

Ive, OcTAVIA, Ruislip, Middix Novll Peacock & Goddard, S uth sq 

JoNES, GEORGE, Birmingham Nov 4 Cottrell & Son, Birmingham 

KING, WILLIAM PortTEOUS, Walbrook Decl Dade & Co, Queen Victoria st 

Loy, SAMUEL HARDING, Pickering, Yorks Jan1l Whitehead & Son, Pickering 

MURRAY, PATRICK JOHN, Egremor nt, Chester, Inland Revenue Officer Nov 17 Wilson 
& Cowie, Liverpool 

Norbury, JOHN, Gordon sy, Middlx Nov 23 Farrer & Co, Lincoln’sinn flelda 

PALMER, THOMAS, P.ll, Pembroke Nov 20 Evton-Evans & Williams, Haverfordwest 

PukLrs, JouN, College rd, East Dulwich, Tailor Nov 17 Eggar & Co, Old Broad st 

PHILPIN, ARTHUR JAMES, Herbrandston, Pembroke, Farmer Nov zo Eaton-Evans & 
Williams, Haverfordwest 

Poppy, WILLIAM EDWARDS, Queen'srd, Dalston Nov 18 Harrison & Co, Vernon house, 
Sicilian av, Bloomsbury sy 

PouTz, JAMES, Pau, France Nov 30,..Duffy, Basinghall st 

Preston, HARgierr Cospy, Bulmer, York Nov 30 Ridge, Malton 

RAaaa, HELEN, Claxton, York Dec 1 Watkins n, York 

RENISON, WILLIAM JAMES, Aintree, Liverpool, Tobacconist Nov 17 Pennirgton & 
Higson, Liverpool 

ROBINSON, GEORGE, Rotherham, Carting Contractor Dee 1 
ham 

RowE, WILLIAM WILLCOCK, Stockton Heath, Chester Nov 25 Davies & Co, 
tou 

SEMPLE, AGNES MARY WILSON, Torrington sq, Bloomsbury Nov 13 Lee & Pembertons 
Lincoln's inn flelds 

WARDELL, JoHN, Newcastle upon Tyne, Market Gardener 
Newcastle upon Tyne 


Oxley & Coward, Rother- 


Warring 


Nov 20 Denison & Slater 


Davies, James Rronanp, Bolton, Journeyman Clegg 


Agent She Meld Tet May 23 Oct Zl at 11 Off Rec, 19, Exchange st, Bolton 


Epwarvs, Tuomas, Birmingham, Butcher Oct 2 at 11.30 
Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Corporation st, Birmingham 
Geeanp, Ernest, Strand, Architect Oct 23 at 12 Bank- 

ruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


Ord Oct 9 Merchynt Hocoarp Davip, Whitley Bay, Nor:humberland Gar- 
nd Oct 6 aia dener Oct 24 at 11 Off Rec, 30, Moseley st, New- 
On ct 6 castle upon Tyne 


ley Ye oke aker 2 . 
Neyland, Pembroke, Baker | wogues, Avent Llané ilo, Florist Oct 21at12 Off Ree, 


Ord Oct 11 4 Queen st, Carmarthen 


Brett, Francis Samvrt, Clifton villas,Camden r3, Whole- | Ocpaam, Acoent, Kippax, Yorks, Carting Agent Wake- | Hutcuinsox, Henny, Nottingham, Lace Maker Oct 24 


sale Bookseller High Couwtt Pet Aug 22 Ord Oct 9 field Pet Oct 7 Ord Oct 7 


at ll Off Ree, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Nottingham 


Brows, Tuomas Noruax, Liverpool, Draper Liverpool | O'8uttivay, James A, Wolseley Bridge, Stafford Stafford | pryie Bown, Yeovil, Builder Oct 24 at 12.45 Off Ree 


Pet Oct 10 Ord Oct 10 Pet Aug 29 Ord Oct 9 


City chmbrs, Catherine st, Salisbury 


Brows, Wituiam, Elderfield rd, Clapton Chelmsford | Rayer, Frepericx Wi.t1am, Sileby, Leicester Leicester | 7... 4, Henny Lawrence, Gravel }n, Houndsditch, Hat 


Pet Sept 15 Ord Oct 9 Pet Oct 10 Ord Oct 10 
Coox, Wituian Everirr, North Evington, Leicester, | Reep, Franx, Belsize 10, 
Engineer Leicester Pet Oct 10 Ord Oct 10 Sept 19 Ord Oct il 


Manufacture Oct 23 at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, 


Hamp tead High Court Pet Carey st 


Katsea, Artuur, Richmond, Yorks, Jeweller Cet 24 at 


Craze, G H, Covent Garden Market, Potato Merchant | Rownoruam, Jous Coutsow, Bradford, Tin Worker Brad , 7 
HighCourt Pet June 21 Ord Oct 9 ford Pet Oct 10 Ord Oct 10 te - ni Off Rec, Cor rt chmbre, Aibert rd, iddles 


Crosstey, Samury, Liverpool, Hosier Liverpool Prt Oct | Tuaceney, Wiittam, Grewelthorpe, nr Ripon, 
Pet Sept 21 Ord Oct 9 23 at 11.30 132, York rd, Westminster Bridge rd 


10 Ord Oct 10 sutcher Northallerton 


Yorks, | Kaye Harey Neviewe, €ydenham, Kent, Engineer Oct 


” 4 — j 7 luilde r > x woke res - 
Davirs, Davin Eva, Ystradgynlais, Brecon, Builder | Wastwortn, Antuun, Preston, Stockbroker Preston Kemv, James, Cromer, Lodging house, Keeper Oct 21 at 


Neath Pet Oct 10 Ord Oct 10 Pet Ot 10 Ord Oct 11 


Davirs, Eowix, Dudleston, Ellesmere, Salop, Farmer | Wirsos, Cuantes Haany, Leeds, Dyer's Manager Leeds Kena 


Wrexham Pet Sept 11 Ord Oct 10 PetOt9 Ord Oct 9 

Davies, James Ricuarp, Bolton, Journeyman Clogger | Witsow, Exizavern, Leeds 
Bolton Pet Oct 9 Ord Oct 9 

Dickixsoy, Wittiam Hewny, Aldbury, Hetts, Farmer 
Aylesbury Pet Aug 24 Ord Oct 9 

Eastuam, Tuomas, Barrow in Furness, Motor Repairer 
Barrow in Furness Pet Oct 11 Ord Oct 11 

Epwarps, Tuomas, Birmingham, Butcher Birmingham 
Pet Sept 21 Ord Oct 9 

Favitt, Maatix, Nettleton, Lincs, Carter Lincoln Pet 
Oct 9 Ord Oct 9 


Ayle:bury Pet Sept 28 


Wisoy, James Seat, Leeds 
Amended a e substituted for that published in 

he London Gazette of Oct 
Avery, wasee Guby Jouy, 


12.45 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 
y, Cnauies, Shrewsbury, Licensed Victualler Oct 23 
at11.30 Off Ree, 22, Swan co, Shrewsbury 


‘Off Rec Byrom st, Mane heater” 
Livesey, Eowarp Carrer, Brixton rd, Variety Artist Oct 
3: 25at11 Bankruptey bldgs, Carey st 
Biedlow, Bucks, Farmer | | Luoyp, Asxauam, Pontygwaith, Glam, © ollier Oct 24 at 


Ord Sept 28 11.15 St Catherines chmbrs, St C atherine’s st, Ponty- 


} pridd 


SEnEES Sete yg for that published in the Mountrorp, Eowarp Jonx, Butler st, Tie Manufacturer 
London Gazette of Oct 10: 
Krrr, Jonun Bauce, Pinner, 


1 Oct 23 at 1 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Mic dix, Barrister at Law Nicnotas, Ricuarp, Chepstow, Mon, Coal Merchant Oct 


+ 7 7) : ‘ > flaw . . Ie ‘ . 

Se Architect High Court Pet May St Albuns Pet Aug 2 Ord Oct 4 | 2latll Off Rec, 144, Commercial st, Newport, Mon 

Games, Geonoe Atpert, North Walsham, Norfulk, Corn FIRST MEETINGS. Ou wey. ~~ Kippax, Yorks, Carting heacttslhi atcha 
Dealer Norwich Pet Uct 11 Ord Oct 11 Baitxy, Antnur Evays, Alfreton, Derby, Joiner Oct 23 | p bes Fuxomaic z Wit } van Sileby, Leicester Oct 21 

Havvs, Joun Frevericx Wiiitam, Southampton South- at 11,30 Off Rec, 5, Victoria bldgs, London rd, Derby meet Off kee, 1, Berridge st, Lele ester : 


hampton Pet Augi6é Ord Oct 9 Bagneit, Georoe ALBerr, 
Hoaoarp, Davin, Whitley Bay, Northumbe: land, Gardener 
Newcastle upon Tyne Pet Oct 10 Ord Oct 10 
Hype, Epwts, t 
Oct 9 Brett, Frascis Samvuet, 
Teaacs, Hesry Lawaeyce, Gravel In, Houndsditch, Hat 
Manufacturer High Court Pet Sept7 Ord Oct 6 Carey st 


Kays, Harry Nevitte, Kingsthorpe rd, Sydenham, | Brows, Samvet, Southend onSea, Tailor Oct 23 at12 Off 


Engineer Greenwich Pet Sept 19 Ord Oct 10 Ree, 14, Bedford row 


Kerry, Cuartrs, Shrewsbury, Licensed Victualler Shrews- | Brows, Tuomas Normay, Liverpool, Draper Oct 24 at 11 
Off Ree, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool | 
Lexuert, Groror, Ilford, Essex, Builder Chelmsford | Carry, Necuy, St Leonards on Sea Oct 21 at 11.30 Off 


bury Pet Oct 11 Ord Oct 11 


Leeds, Grocer Oct 23 at 11.30 a af k Oc 

Off Kec, 24, Bond st, Leeds R waeortam, Jous ( vaso, Bradford, Tin Worker Oct 
Bertuize, Henny, Holland Park av, Corn Dealer Oct 23 |. * > ‘ ester, Pai Oct § 
sovil, Builder Yeovil Pet Oct 9 Ord at 12.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Eurrn, E.woop, Old Trefford, Manchester, Painter Oct 21 
Clifton villas, Camden rd, | ¢ . we Oct 24 at 1°.30 
Wholesale Bookseller Oct 24at1 Bankruptcy bldgs, Sowpss, Revess, Barnsley, Auctioneer OX 


ysatll Off Ree, 12, Duke st, Bradford 
nog b- atll Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 


Off Ree, 9, Regent st, Barnsley 

Taycor, Artnur Epwis, ond Atsrat Hunter, Sowerby, 
pr Thirsk, Iron Founders Oct 24at12 Off Rec Court 
chmbrs, Albert rd, Middlesbrough 

Tay.or, Caartes, Congleton, Dairyman Oct 24at12 Off 
Ree, 23, King Edward st, Macclesfield 


Pet Set 16 Ord Oct 9 Rec, 12a, Marlborough pl, Brighton Tuackrey, Witttam, Grewelthorpe, ne Ripon, Butcher 
Livesey, * Epwarp Carrer, Brixton rd, Variety Artist |Coox, Wittiam Everitt, North Evington, Leicester, | Oct 26 at 11.30 Off Rec, Court chmbrs, Albert rd, 
High Court Pet Oct 10 Ord Oct 10 Engineer Oct 21 at 12 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, | Middlesbrough 
Lioyp, Anragam, Pontygwaith, Glam, Collier Pontypridd Leicester | Witkixs, Jonn Epwiw Pore, Wells, Somerset, Confec- 
Pet Oct 9 Ord Oct9 Coorsr, Groner, Oulton Broad, Suffolk, Shoemaker Oct | tioner Oct 25 at 1130 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, 


Mason, Arnotp Terirorp, Manchestcr, solicitor Man- 
chester Pet Sept 21 Ord Oct 9 
May, Jzerome Watrer, Cock In, Snow hill High Court 


Pet Sept 16 Ord Oct 11 Curzox, Wituasm Jonyx, Nottingham, Estate Agent's 
Merextas, Heeseat Witttam, Long Eaton, Derby, Lace 
Manufacturer Derby Pet Sept 28 Ord Oct 9 


Nottingham 


Clerk Oct 24 at 12 Off Ree, 4, Castle pl, Park st, | Witsox, Esizaneru, L-cds 


21 at 12.30 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich Bristol 


at ll Off Rec, 24, Bond rr \aode 
Oct 23 at 11 Off Ree, 14, 


Bond st, L-eds 
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Writrow, Jamon Seat, Leeds Oct 23at 11 Off Rec, 24 


Bond st, Lecds 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Bannett, Grornoe Atsert, Leeds, Grocer Leeds Pet 
Oct 10 Ord Oct 10 

Beriuien, Hexnxy, Holland Park av, Corn Dealer High 
Court Pet Oct7 Ord Cet7 

Pexow, Artuver, Dasbrook, Notts, Wicker Furriture 


Pet Sept 6 Ord Oct li 
1 demicikd Englishman) 
Ord Oct 11 


Manvfacturer Nottingham 
Piveent, Faeprsice Euwarp 


High Comt Pet July 18 


Teows, Tuomas Nouman, Liverpool, Draper, Liverpool 
Pet ct 10 O a Oct 10 

Coox, Wituasm Evensrrr, North Evington, Le cester, 
Eneineer L icester Pet Oct 10 Ord Oct 10 


Crosetey, Sauvet, Liverpool, Hosier Liverpeul Pet Oct 
10 Ord Oct 10 
Davies, Davio Evan, 
Neath Pet Oct 10 Ord Oct 10 

Davies, James Bicuanp, Bolton, Journeyman Clogger 
Bolton Pet Oct 9 Ord Oct 9 

Eastuam, Taomas, Barrow in Furness, Motor Repairer 
Barrow in Furness Pet Oct 11 Ord Oct 11 

Favete, Maatix, Nettleton, Lincoln, Carer Lincola 
Oct 9 Ord Oct 9 

Games, Georan Atnert, North Waleham, Norfolk, Corn 


Vatradgyniais, Breeon, Builder 


Pet 


Dealer Norwich Pet Oct 11 Ord Oct 11 
Iieevoep, Hewry Feraxcis, Budleigh Sa'terton, Devon 
Exeter Pet Aog 4 Ord Oct 6 


Hoacarp., Davin, Whitley Bay, Northumberland, Gard:ner 
Newcastle upon Tyne Pet Oct 10 Und Oct 10 


Hype, Fowr, Yeovil, Somerset, Builder Yeovil Pet Oct 
9 Ord Oct 9 

Lewpent, Groncr, Iiford, Essex, Builder Chelmeford 
Pet Sept 16 Ord Oct 9 


Livessy, Eowar» Canren, Brixton rd, Variety Artist 
High Court Pet Oct 10 Ord Oct 10 

Lioyp, Anranam, Pontygwaith, Glam, Collier Pomtypridd 
Put Oct 9 Ord Oct 9 * 

Lownie, Sypxe¥Y Gronos, Teather st, Camberwell, Cabinet 
Maker High Court Pet Sept ili Ord Oct 9 

Manae.t, BE, Edgware rd, Amusement Caterer High Court 
Pet Aug 22 Ord Oct 11 

Merxtan, ) a Witrtam, Long Eaton, Derby, Lace 
Manufacturer Derby Pet Sept 28 Ord Oct 11 

Moatow, Sagan Susas, Uxford igh Court Pet Aug 5 
Ord Oct 11 

Movuwrroap, Bvwarv Jony, Butler st, Tie Manufacturer 
High Court Pet Oct9 Ord Oct 9 

Nicnoras, Rionargp, Chepstow. Mon Coal M: 
Newport, Mon Pet Oct 6 Ord Oct 6 

Nicnotas, Witttam Wess, Neyland, Pembroke, Baker 
Pembroke Dock Pet Oct 11 Ord Oct 11 


chant, 


O:ouam, Atpert, Kippax, Yorks, Carting Agent Wake- 
field Pet Oct 7 Ord Oct7 

Ranwerr, Farpeaice Witwiam, Bileby, Leicester Leices 
ter Pet Oct 10 Ord Oct 10 

Roverrs, Desay, Pexnose, 8t Keverne, Cornwall Troro 


Pet Pept 25 Ord Oct JI 

Rownortnam, Jonw Courspow, Bradfod, Tin Worker 
Bradford Pet Oct 10 Ord Oct 10 

Susrurep, Gorrasy Baerrets, Long acre, Motor Car 
Ageot High Court Pet June 29 Ord Oct 7 

Sroxee, Anrnve, Craven st, Builder High Court Pet Aug 
2 Ord Oct7 

Witsow, Cuaaues Hanny, Leeds, Dyer’s Maneger 
Pet Oct 9 Ord Oct 9 

Witeow, Exvizanern, Leeds Leeds Pet Oct 9 Ord Oct 9 

Wirsow, James Sear, Leeds Leeds Pet Oct 9 Ord Oct 9 

Woop, Tuomas, Nantwich, Chesbire, Contractor Nantwich 
Pet Sept 18 Ord Oct 10 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


Leonanp, Newmarket, Market Garderer 
Adjud May 17 Annul Spt 27 


Leeds 


Jonns, Pracy 
Cambridge 


London Gazctle.—TUESDAY, Oct, 17. 


RECEIVING ORDERS, 
ASHLING, ARTHUR, Worthing, Builder Brighton Pet Oct 
14 Ord Oct l4 
BELL, GeonGE FREDERICK, Margate, Solicitor Canter- 


bury Pet Oct2 Ord Oct 14 

BROWN, REGINALD DUNCAN, Ironmonger In 
Pet July 6 Ord Sept 27 

BurDEN, LUTHER CawWs, Durrington, Wilts, Fishmonger 
Salisbury Pet Oct 13 Ord Oct 18 


High Court 


Burorss, Henny, Cilfynydd, Glam, Baker Pontypridd 
Pet Oct 13 Ord Oct 13 

Burrage, W H, Edenbridge, Kent, Bbu'lder Tunbridge 
Wells Pet Oct 2 Ord Oct 13 

Canrnige, Vicron VAL*NTINE, Great Yarmouth 
Great Yarmouth Pet Oct 12 Ord Oct 12 

Cox, FrepERIck JonN, Shipston on Stour, Warwick, 
Farmer :nd Miller Banbury Pet Oct!4 Ord (ct 14 

Crawvrorp, JAMES, Kingswinford, Staffs, Boot Dealer 
Dudiey Pet Oct 5 Ord Oct 13 

CUTLER, SAMURL Ropgrt, Chesterfield, Farmer 
field Pet Sept 30 . Ord Oct 14 

D'ORAZIO, PreTro, Ancoats, Manchester, Ice Crean: Make: 
Manchester Pet Sept 28 Ord Oct 10 

DUNN, CECIL DE Stveac, Titcombe, nr Hungerford, Berke 
Company Director Neebury Pet Cct 11 Ord Oc’ 11 

EpwWArbs, HAROLD WiLLIAM, Mark In, Company virector 
High Court Pet Avg 14 Ord Oct 13 


Baker 


Chester 


FieLp, Jons, Langley. Worcester, Turner Wet Brom 
wich Pet O.tl4 Ord Oct 14 
GIBBONS, EDWIN, Wooll.ope, Hereford Hereford Pet 


Oct 12 Ord Oct 12 

HALL, HERBERT ROBERT, Willeslemn Green Cycle Dealer 
High Court Pet Oct 13) Ord Octi3 

HARTLAND, JAMES, Langley, Wo cester, Clothier 
Bromwich Pet tect 12 Ord‘ ct 12 

UOBLYN, FREDERICK SMYTHIES, Broad Street p', Me: chant 
High Court Fet July6 Ord Oct 12 

Kino, Artuur, Mansfield, Notts, Umbrella Maker 
tingham Pet Oct 12 Ord Oct 12 

LAKR, Davip, Ammanford, Carmarthen, Outfitter 
marthen Pet Sept12 Ord Oct It 

Low, GEORGE Henry, Torre, To: quay, Carpenter 
Pet uct 13 Ord Oct 13 

MACLAGAN, WALTER DOUGLAS DALRYMPLE, 
Merket, Norfolk Norwich Pet Sept 28 

MEREDITH, NOAH. Tonypandy, Glam, Grocer 
Pet rept 25 Ord Oct 16 

Moors, Joun, Shrewsbury, Insurance In: pector 
bury Pet Oct 12 Ord Oct 12 

NIXoNn, ROBERT WILLIAM, Ramsbottom, Lancs, Fish Dealer 
Bolton Pet Oct 13 Ord Oct 13 

OLIVER, WILLIAM, Ord, Northumberland, Dairyman 
Newcastle upon Tyne Pet Oct 12 Ord (ct 12 

PARKER, JAMES, Ormside st, Old Kent rd, Cartage Con- 
tractor High Court Pet Oct 14 Ord Oct 14 

REVILL, CHARLES RICHARD, Grassmoor, nr Chesterfield, 
Builder Chesterfi-ld Pet Oct 12 Ord Oct 12 

RHODES, ALFRED, Nottingham, Joiner \ ottingham 
Oct 12 Ord Uct 12 

SAUNDERS, THOMAS, Cargill rd, Earlfield, Baker 
worth Pet Oct 12 Ord Oct 12 

SCRIVEN, JOHN TEMPLE, Stains, 
Pet Oct 12 Ord Oct 12 

SEVERN, BENJAMIN, and GRoRGE SUMMERS, Royston, nr 
Bernsley, Yorks, Builders Barnsley Pet Oct 12 Ord 
ret 12 

SINCLAIR, CHARLES TRERY, rd, 
Wandsworth Pet Sept 2 


West 


Not- 
Car- 
Exetr 
Burnham 
Ord Oct 13 
Pontypridd 


Shrews 


Pet 
Wands 
Middlx 


High Court 


Ovkdale 
Ord Oct 12 


Streatham 


SMALLEY, JosErH, Pwilheli, Carnarvon, Fishmorger Port- 
madoe Pet Oct ll Ord Oct 12 

SuiTu, U P, Park row, Knightsbridge, Farmer High 
Court Pet Sept 19 Ord Oct 12 

SMITH, Joun, Castle Donington, Leicester, Joiner Leices- 


ter Pet Oct 12 Ord Uct 12 

SMITH. Marcus, High st, Acton, Ironmonger 
Pet Sept 18 Ord Oct 13 

STEPHAN, M J, Broad st pl, Mining Engine r 
Pet Sept 28 Ord Oct 12 

SWINBURNE, ERNEST, Chopwell, Durham, Butcher 
cas.le upon Tyne Pet Oct 13 Ord Uct 13 

TANNER, JOHN ALBERT, Aberbargoed, Mon, Baker Trede- 
gar Pet Oct l4 Ord Oct 14 

TYSON, THOMAS WILLIAM, Gray's Inn sq, Journalist 
Court Pet Sept 5 Ord Oct 12 ' 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
ARSCOTT, WILLIAM, Wiveliscombe, Somerset, Dealer Oct 

25 at 3.15 10, Hammet st, Taunton 
BEAUMONT, GODFREY LANCASTER, Llandudno Oct 27 at 
11 Off Rec, Castle chmbrs, 6, Vernon et, Stockport 
BeEXON, ARTHUR, Daybrcok, Nettie, Wicker Farnitur 
Manufacturer Oct t5 at 11 Off Rec, 4, Castie pl 
Park st, Nottingham ‘ 
BURDEN, LUTHER CAWS, Durrington, Wilts, Fishmonger 
Oct 26 at 12.45 Off R.c, City chmbrs, Catherine 7 
Salisbury : 


Brentford 
High Court 


New- 


I igh 


Luc@rss, Henry, Cilfynydd, Glam, Baker Oct 27 at 11°15 
St Catherine's chmbs, St Catherine’s st 

Cocks, Wit Lam, Woodtey, Ches':ire,Coal Mer. hant Oct 
27ati2 Off Rec, Castle chmbrs, 6, Vernon st, Stockport 

Crovucn, Evan, Cardiff, Baker CUct 25at3 117, St Mary 
st, Cardiff 

CRrAN, JAMES, Great Harwood. nr Blackburn 
Off Rec, 13, Winckley s*, Preston 


Oct 2% at 11 


CROSSLEY, SAMUEL, Liverpool, Hosier Oct 26 at 11 Off 
Ree, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 
Dy ORAZIO, PIETRO, Manchester, Ice Cream Maker Oct 25 


at 2.3) Off Rec, Pyrom st, Manch ster 

EpWARDS, HAROLD WILLIAM, Mark In, Company Director 
Oct 2? at 11 Pankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

EDWARDS, HERBERT JAMES, Penygroes, 
Licensed Victualler Oct 25 at 3 
Hotel, Carnarvcn 

EASTHAM, THOMAS, Parrow in Farress, Motor Repairer 
Oct 26 at 11.156 Off Rec, 16, Cornwalis et, Barrow 
in Furness 

FAVILL, MakTin. Ne tleton, Lincs, Carter 
Off Rec, 10, Bank st, Lincoin 

UALL, HERBERT ROBERT, Willes¢en Green, Cycle Dealer 
Oct %5at1 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

HARTLAND, JAMES, Langley, Worcester, Clothier Oct 25 
. 12 tuskin chmors, 19', « orporaticn :t, Birming- 
MAIR 

HAYNS, JOHN FREDERICK WILLIAM, Southampton O +t 
2) at 11 Off Rec, Mi.land Bark chmbrs, High st, 
Son. ham; ton 

IiOBLYN, FREDERICK SMYTHIES, Broad Street pl, Merchant 
Oct 25 at 11.30 Bankruptey b'dgs, Carey st 


Carnarvon, 
The Prince of Wales 


Oct 26at 12 


JACKSON, FRED, Brouch, nr Kirkby Stephen, Westmcr- 


land, Farmer O.t 25at3 Off Rec, 16, Cornwallis st, 
arrow in Furness 

LAK, Davip, Ammanford, Carmarthen, Outfitter Oct 25 
at 12 Off Rec, 4, Queen st, Carmarthen 

LesMAN, HARRIS, Liverpool, Cabinet Maker's Manager 
Oct 25at11 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Low, GrorcE Henry, Torre, Torquay, Cary enter 
at 10.30 Off Rec, 9, Bedford circus, Exeter 

May, JERoME WALTER, Cock In, Snow hill, Lighting 
Specialties Oct 25 at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

MERKLAH, HERBERT WILLIAM, Long Eaton, Derby, Lace 
Manufacturer Oct 26 at 11.30 Off Rec, 5, Victoria 
bidgs, London rd, Derby 

MEREDITH, NOAH, Tonypandy, Glam, Grocer Oct 27 at 2 
St Catherine's chmbrs, St Catherine's st, Pontypridd 

MINsKY, JULIUS, Sheffield, Agent Oct 25at 12 Off Ree, 
Figtree In, Sheffield 

Moors, FRED, Castleford, Y. rks, Decorator Oct 26 at 11 
Off Rec, 21, King st. Wakeficld 

Moore, Joun, Shrewsbury, Insurance Inspector 
at 11 Off Rec, 22,Swan bill, Shrewsbury 

MUNDAY, CHARLES ROBERT, Bethersden, Kent, Hairdresser 
Oct 25 at 10.30 Off Rec, 68a, Castle st, Canterbury 

NicuoLas, WILLI¢M Wraps, Neyland, Pembroke, Baker 
Oct 75 at 12.20 Off Kec, 4 Queen et, Carmarthen 

Reep, FRANK, Belsize rd, Hampstead Oct25at1l Vank- 
ruptcyb'dys, Carey st 

RHODES, ALFRED, Nottingham, Joiner Cct 25 at 10.30 
Off Rec, 4, Castle p’, Park st, Nottingham 

Roverts, HENRY PENROSE, St Keverre, Cornwall, Forc- 
man Stone Quarry Oct 25 at 4 Off Rec, 12, Princes 
st, Truro 

ROBERTS, LLEWELYN, Llanllyfni, Carnarvon, Baker Oct 
26 at12 Off Rec, 4, Queen st, Carmarthen 

SAUNDERS, THOMAS, Cargill rd, Farlsfield, Baker Oct 26 
at 11.30 13%, York rd, Westminst«r Bridge rd 

ScoTT, THOMAS WILLIAM, Dunstable, Bedford, Provision 
Dealer Oct 26 at 11.30 Off Rec, Ihe Parade, North- 
impton 

ScRIVEN, JOHN TEMPLE, Staines, Middix Cct 26 at 1 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Ca‘ey st 

SINCLAIR, CHARLES TRERY, Oakdale rd, Streatham 
27 wt 230 13%, York rd, Westminster Bridge rd 

Situ, H P, Park row, Knightsbridge, Farmer Novi atl 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Curey st 

SMITH, JOHN, Castle Donington, Leicest:r, Joiner 
at3 « ff Rec, 1, Berridge st Leicester 

SrePHaN, M J, Broad Street pl, Mining Engineer Nov 1 
at 11.30 Bankruptcy bidgs, Ca ey st 

Tyson, THOMAS WILLIAM, Gray’s Inn sq, Journalist 
Novlatil Bankiuptey bligs, Carey st 

WESTWORTH, ARTHUR, Preston, Lancs, Stock Broker Oct 
2atll Off Ree, 13, Winckley st, Pre.ton 


Oct 26 


Oct 26 


Oct 


Oct 2 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 


24, MOORGATE 


FUND, LIMITED, 





’ 
ESTABLISHED Ik 1880. 





EXCLUSIVE BUSINESS-—-LICENSED PROPERTY. 








SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 


Upwards of 650 Sapeass to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the 
direction ana supervision of the Corporation. 
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Suitable Insurance Clauses for inserting in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settied by Counsel, will be seat 


oa application. 
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Leading Articles; New Orders; Obituary; Review:. 


Administration of Finance Act, 717 
APPOINTMENTS. 
Adkins, W. R. D., Recorder of Nottingham, 673 
Ashling, H., Town Clerk of Bournemouth, 300 
Askwith, K.C., made a K.C.B., 775 
Baines, T., Clerk to Wandsworth Justices, 206 
Barry, R., Lord Chancellor of Ireland, 745 
Beaumont, E., Bencher of Lincoln's Inn, 556 
Belfield F., Judge of Straits Settlements, 171 
Bertram, A., Attorney-General of Ceylon, 484 
Bevir, H. L., Examiner for Intermediate Examination, 738 
Bonsey, H. D., Recorder of Bedford, 51 
Bonsey, H. D., County Court Judge, 277 
Boxall, K.C., Recorder of Brighton, 429 
Boyer, E. L., Coopers’ Company, 333 
Braddell, T. D. L., Attorney-General of Straits Settlements, 
171 
Bradley, W., Director of Solicitors’ Benevol. nt Association, 440 
Suckmaster, S. O., Standing Counsel to Oxford University, 51 
Buckmaster, S. O., Bencher of Lincoln’s Inn, 111 
Butler, S., Recorder of Rye, 465 
3uxton, E. N., Chairman of Quarter Sessions, 16 
Cecil, Lord Robert, K.C., Chairman of Hertfordshire Quarter 
Sessions, 839 
Chapman, J. B., Town Clerk of Burton«n-Trent, 484 
Clayton, K.C., Treasurer of Gray's Inn, 81 
Coath, H., Town Clerk of Swansea, 205 
Coll, A. M., ‘ hi f Justice of Jamatea, 249 
Crowte, F., Clerk of the Peace of Salop County Council, 839 
Crump, W. J., Sheriff of Middlesex, 333 
Cutler, K.C., Chairman of Law Studies of London University, 


Deacon, S., Stipendiary Magistrate of Liverpool, 81 

Dickens, K.C., Council of Law Reporting, 81 

Dixon, J., Bencher of Lineoln’s Inn, 51 

Duke, H. E., Member of Council of Law Reporting, 65 

Ebden, L. P., Judge of Straits Settlements, 570 

Eves, A. E., Clerk to Penge District Council, 636 

Fletcher, G. E., Town Clerk of Bethnal Green, 539 

Foster, B. S., Stipendiary Magistrate of Birmingham, 95 

Frere, B. H. T., Attorney-General of Gibraltar, 300 

Fry, W. L., Coroner for North Yorks, 388 

Gorell, Lord, Chairman of East Suffolk Quarter Session, 429 

Grain, P., Assistant Judge for Consular Court, 16 

Greene, K.C., Treasurer of Middle Temple, 95 

Greer, K.C., Bencher of Gray's Inn, 81 

Griffith, H., Lecturer at King’s College, 584 

Haldane, Viscount, Member of Privy Counce 1, 449 

Halloran, J. W., Town Clerk of Chatham, 655 

Healy, K.C., Bencher of Gray’s Inn, 81 

Hogg, A. S., Stipendiary Magistrate for Salford, 449 

Humfrys, W. J., President of Law Society, 655 

Jenkins, A. D., Town Clerk of Guildford, 449 

Jessopp, F. C. E., Clerk to Cheshunt Justices, 351 

Kemp, H. T., Recorder of York, 370 

Tangton, J. D., Under Sheriff of London, 809 

Lascelles, A. G., Chief Justice of Ceylon, 484 

Lawrie, A. J., Deputy Chairman of London Quarter Ses6.ons 
819 

Mansfield, J. W., Chancery Visitor of Lunatics, 65 

Martin, G. M., Coroner of Wolverhampton, 655 

MeNair, A. D., Member of Teaching Staff of Law Sccicty, 691 

Mellor, K.C., County Court Judge, 388 

Milne, J. A. D., Town Clerk of Shoreditch, 484 

Muir, R. D.. Recorder of Colchester, 240 

Muleaster, M. V., Clerk to Newcastle Justices, 484 

Paget, K.C., Julge (pro tem.) of County Court £09 

Parker, J. K., Coroner for Sheffield and Rotherham, 691 

Peterson, K.C.. Bencher of Lincoln's Inn, 257 

Pickersgill, E. H.. Metropolitan Police Magistrate, 673 

Pitt, S., Clerk of Armourers’ Company, 503 

Richards. H. G., Chief Justice for North West Provinces, 434 

Sawbridge, C. W.. Under Sheriff of London, 809 

Tobin, K.C., Member of Bar Counc!1, 539 

Tudor, D. T., Chief Justice of Bahama Islands, 729 

Vincent, . Judge of Rhodes a, 143 


Appointments (continued). 

Bar Annual Meeting, 205 

Bar Council, 141, 274, 296 

Calls to the Bar, 80, 240, 503. 618 
COMPANIES.— See Societies. 


CORRESPONDENCE. 


Alteration of Address, 422 

Binns Smith, the late Mr., 382 

* Bloody” as a Term of Endearment, 253 
Commissioners for Oaths for South Africa, 167 
Contiding Trespasser’s Case, 61, 363 
Conveyancing Bill, The, 837 

Coronation and Solicitors, 62, 74 

Debenture-holders and Judgment Creditors, 122 
Delayed Notes of Cases, 837 

Double Taxation, 772 

Exemption from Distress, 62 

Finance Act—Duties on Land Values, 61 

Land Valuation, 268. 667, 703 
Reversion Duty, 75 

Flagging Charges, 74 
Grant by Tenant for Life of Option for Lease, 382, 401 
Importance of Noting Up, 62 

Increment Value Duty, 10, 713 

Interest Payable after Notice to Pay off Mortgage, 106 
Land Taxes, 288, 421 

Land Taxes and Provisional Valuations, 401 

Land Transfer Rules, 565 
Land Valuation and Ground Rents, 771, 783 

Law of Distress Amendment Act, 1908, 702 

Licence Duties within Finance Act, 1910, 534 

London University and Solicitors, 234, 667, 683, 703 
Lord Chancellor's Speech on Land Transfer, 683, 713 
Lowery v. Walker, The Case of, 363 

Merger of Leases under Finance Act, 1910, 346 
New Draft Rule 14a, 597 

New Land Taxes, 421 

Notaries and Lambeth Degrees, 75 
Opening of the Law Courts, 806 

Private Bills, 202 

Publie Stocks or Funds or Government S curities, 478 
Public Trustee, 345 

Reconveyance of Property Sold in Lots, 253 

Report of Land Transfer Commission, 288 
Revenue Act, 1911, The, 837 
Reversion Duty, 123, 138, 153, 187, 234 
Rules of Supreme Court, July, 1911, 772 

Second Offence,” Meaning of, 630 
“Series of Transactions” within Finance Act, 1910, s. 73, 167 
Serjeant Arabin, 187 7" 
Sharpe v. Haggith, The Case of, 772 
Solicitors as Conciliators, 737 
Stamp Duty on Declarations of Trust, 10 
Stamp on Transfer of Stock by Executor to Legateo, 61 
Stamping of Tenancy Agreements, 91 
Statutory Definitions of Land Values, 736 
Subsoil in Common Fields, 401 
Super-tax, 518, 534, 550 
Tenant for Life and Damages for Non-repair by Lesseos, 269 
“Transfer on Sale” within Finance Act, 1910, s, 2 (3), 422 
Transfers of Mortgages, 772 
Undeveloped Land Duty--A Warning, 439 
Valuation of Life Interests for Legacy Duty, 234 
Vehicle used solely for Trade or Husbandry, 168 
Visitor to Solicitors, A, 646, 667 
Voluntary Settlement within Finance Act, 1910, s. 74, 153 





CURRENT TOPICS. 


Accord and Satisfaction, 547 
Action against Railway Company for Delay in Delivery, (28 
Action for Words not Libellous in Natural Sense, 102 


Advice of Counsel as Defence in Action for Malicicus 


Prosecution, 57 


Aerial Navigation and Practical Law, 547 
Aerial Navigation Conference, 87 
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Current Topics (continued). 
Costs against Infant Co-respondent, 751 
Costs of Successful Plaintiff in Libel Cases, 376, 377 


Current Topics (continued). 
After Acquired Property of Bankrupt, 612 
Agents and Marine Insurance, 420 
Aggressions of Government Department, 492 Costs of Inquiries as to Share, 248 
Agreement to Forego Debts, 664 Costs payable by Third Party, 86 
Attidavits under Order 14, 25 Counsel at the Old Bailey 101 
American Employers’ Liability Act, 512 Counsel’s Discretion as to Order of Calling Witnesses, 398 
American Lawyers’ Opportunities, 493 Country Law Societies on Report of Land Transfer Commiss on, 





Américan Senate and Arbitration Treaty, 741 357 

American View of American Judges, 761 | County Courts Bench, 358 
Appeals from Master as Referee, 595 County Courts Bill, 358, 662, 678 
Appeals from Revision Courts, 40 County Court Rules, New, 434 


Arabin, Mr. Serjeant, 164 County Court Statistics, 769, 803 
Arbitration Preaty with America, 709 County Court Judge and Sanitary Regulations, 40 
Arrangement or Compromise, 199 County Court Judge Transfer of, 283 





Assurance Companies Act, 1909, Applications under, 24 Court of Appeal, 70 
* At Carrier's Risk, 229 Court of Claims, 266 
Attendances at Law Society Council, 375 Covenants in Sub-lease, 2 
Attestation Claus in Wills, 4 Covenants to Repair, 473 
Autrefois Acquit or Convict, 58, 698 Criminal and Civil Remedies for Same Offence, 184 
Aviators and Extra-territorial Laws, 680 a Criminal Appeal in Insanity Cases, 512 
Bankruptcy in England and New Zealand, 308 Criminal Appeal to House of Lords, 85, 135 
Bankrupts after acquired Property, 643 Criminal Jurisdiction of Privy Council, 135 
Bar and House of Commons, 628 Cross-examination of Prisoners, 339 
Barristers as Parliamentary Candidates, 86 Crown Grants, Construction of, 711 
Bequests to Servants, 611 Cc 's Right j 
; is rowns Right to Fines, 264 
Beven, The late Mr., 200 Crown's Right to Reply, 227 
Birkbeck Bank and its Creditors, 626 Custody of Ancient Documents, 723 
Black and White Difficulty in South Africa, 760 Customs, Judicial Notice of. 475 
Blanks in Bills of Exchange, 196 E Date when an Order Operates, 574 
Bloody, Is the word Indecent ? 215, 230 Debenture-holders and Executicn Creditors, 102 
Board of Education Case, 419 Deceased Wife's Sister Act. 215 
Board of Legal Education fe r W ales 135 ys Decision upon View, without Witnesses, 834 
Bonsey (H. D.) appointed County Court Judge, 263 Declaration of London, 563, 626 
Bonus under Irish — Acts, 26 Declaration of London and Naval Prize Bill, 163, 286 
Bo m in Actions for Libel, 417 Declaration of Right to Assign, 546 
Bortowing by Local Authorities, 162 Deduction of Income Tax from Interest, 595 
Boxing Contest, The, 780 " Defamation Act, Plaintiff's Character in, 39 
Breaches of Foreign Enlistment Act, 750 Defamation of a System. 358 
Building Contracts and Liens, 325 Defendants to Counterclaims 455 
Business in Chancery Division, 626 Delays of American Courts, 229 
susine sin K B. D. 5 85 Deleqatus Non Potest Delegare, 474 
Calling for Lessor’s Title on Grant of Lease, 3 Delivery of Solicitor’s Bill of Costs, 338 
Canada and Extradition, 665 “Departmental Aggression” and the Courts, 118 
Carvings as Fixtures, 38 Deportation in East Africa, 761, 814 


Diligence Due to Children, 265 

Directors Employed by Company for Outside Works, 492 
‘ . Disraeli as an Articled Clerk, 23 

+ sar Lists, Michaelmas, 815 Diversity of Usages in Churches and Law Courts, 88 
panne os Fae Bar, 4 one “ Domestic Purposes,” Meaning of, 324 

Chancery and King’s Bench Divisions, 285 | Domestic Servants and Breaches of Contract, 4 


Cause Lists, Hilary, 161, 181 
Cause Lists, Easter, 453 
Cause Lists, Trinity, 573 | 


Charing Cross Bank, 25 Double Duty on Premium Leases, 86 
Circuit Arrangements, 642 | Double Nationality, 642 
Oe and Temple 0 38 Double Taxation, 762 
Civil Judicial Statistics for 1909, 285 — ay perry he ger Len 108 
Collins (Lord), Death of, 161 | Duration of Civil Trials, 433 
Collision Code in a Fog, 663 | Efficient Education, 664 
| 
| 





Combination to Prevent Sales bel: : Certa a ces, 5( Election of American State Judges. 360 
Commission on Subscription for Shares, — ae Petition Tribunal, 434, asa 
Committe! of Debtor of Ussowad Mind, 20 Enforcing Tulgment of Preneh Court, 240 
Oommon Law Marriages in United Sta‘es 723 English Companies and Australian Taxation 
Commons, The Law of, 562 English Courts = — Mortgages, 151 
Compromise in Civil Actions where Criminal Fraud, 228 oe me Nobile Officium,” 803 
Seatrotetion pry ng ee | Essays by Counsel in Lieu of Speeches, 418 
Concealment of Names of Parties to Lozal Prececdings, 398 Estate Duty on Sums Due ander Settlements, 325 
Confiding Trespasser, 1 he, 57 Evidence for Foreign Tribunals, 721 % 
Consecutive Mavisterial Sentences. 532 Execution against Goods of Corporation, 563 
Consols Purchase of, 286 , Execution of Gen ral Powers of Appointment, 71 
Contract for Medical Attendance, 87 Executor 3 Power to I ledge, 531 
(Contributory Negligence in Admiralty, 134 Exemption from Distress, 39, 57, 698 
Control over Local Authorities by Governn ent Departments Expulsion from Trade l nion, W6 ial aacieal 
610 ; Extraordinary Traffic and Extraordinary Expenses, 7 - 
Control of Prosecutions by Cabinet Minist rs, 69 Fair Wages Clauses in Local Government Contracts, The, 855 
Contumacy in French Criminal Procedure, 834 False Pretences of Vendors of Newspapers, 230 
Conversion of Chattels, 562 Federal Laws of U nited States, 216 
Conversion under Sale by Court, 511 Female Smugglers in the United States, 307 
Conveyancing Bill, 743 ; Ferocious Doz ; Right to Destroy, 200 
Copyright Bill, 305, 500 “ Final and Conclusive ” Judgments, 751 
Copyright in Title of a Book, 286 Final Court of Appeal, 751 
Coronation Honours, 612 Final Examination, 436 | 
Corporations as “ Responsible and Respectable” Persone, 3 Fine for License to a 264 
Corporations by Statute and Charter, 339 Fire in the Temple, 576 
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Current Topics (éontinued). 

Flagging Charges, 105 

Forfeiture of Deposit, 832 

Forged Indorsement on Bill of Exchange, 102 

Fort Chabrol, an English, 162 

Fortune Tellers in the West End, 512 

French Advocates and Their Clients, 680 

French Breach of Promise, 72 

French Procedure, Technicalities of, 360 

Friendly and Industrial Societies, 475 

Furniture Dealers, Liability of, 627 | 

Future Wage Days for Domestic Servants, 611. 

Garnishee Process in County Court, 359, 436 

Gifts to Defeat Death Duties, 627 

“Good Cause” for Depriving Plaintiff of Costs, 540 

Gorse Hall Murder, 37 

Government Departments as Judicial Bodies, 419 

Grantham’s (J.) Apologia, 247 

Greater the Truth, Greater the Libel, 250 

Guarantee of Infant’s Debt, 699 

Haldane, Lord, 417 

Hall in Royal Courts of Justice, 815 

Hawkins, The late Master, 804 

Hearing a Criminal Cace in Camerd, 163 

High Court and Jewish Religion, 266 

Highway, Repair by Owner, 435 

Home Secretary and Recent Siege, 181 

Home Secretary and the Bench, 562, 576 

Honours Examination of Law Society, 120, 286 

Horizontal Hereditaments and Land Tax, 454 

House of Lords, 1 

House of Lords Appeals during Dissolution, 133 

House of Lords as Appeal Court, 397 

Husband and Wife, Suits between, 378 

Husband and Wife under Workmen's Compensation Act, 103 | 

Husband's Liability for Goods Ordered by Wife, 182, 722 

Husband's Liability for Wife’s Torts, 337, 722 

Hypothetical Cases in Courts of Law, 3 

Ignorance of Statute Law, 512 

Imperial Conference on Naturalization, 594 

Imperial Court of Appeal, 595, 697 

Implied Warranty in a Lease, 454 

Importance of Noting Up, 38 

Imprisonment for Debt, 863 

Incapacity to Work, 377 

Incendiarism and Insurance, 183 

Income Tax and Expert Evidence, 435 

Increase of Damages Awarded by Juries, 247 

Increment Value Duty, 56 

Increment Value Duty: and Ground Rents, 767; and Options 
of Purchase, 643; and Sub-sales, 642 

Indemnity by Purchaser of Equity «f Redemption, 397 

Independence of the Judiciary, 453 

Indexes to Law Books, 324 

Indorsement of Service, 664 

Informations in K.B.D., 199 

Injunctions in Aid of Charging Orders, 699 

Inland Revenue Commissioner's Circulars, 376 

Innkeeper’s Lien on Letters of Guest, 199 

Inns of Court and Legal Education, 250 

Inquisitions and Indictments, 781 

Insane Criminal Impulse, 813 

Insanity in Cases of Life Insurance, 832 

“ Tnsolence of Office,” The, 780 

Insurance Bill, Distress and Execution under, 678 

Insurance of Election Petitions, 85 

Interrogation of French Prisoners, 151 

Interest on Contingent Legacies, 39 

Interest on Damages in Reference Orders, 678 

Interest Recoverable in Actions, 678 

Inter-judicial Discourtesies, 418 

Interrogatories as to Money-lending, 699 

Interrogatories as to Documents, 70 

Investigation of Criminal Causes under French Law, 136 

Journalists and the Law, 25 

Judge Rentoul and the Law Society, 831 

Judicial Definitions, 3 

Juries and Damages for Libel, 375 

Jurisdiction of Justices to Administer Oaths, 197 

Jury System, Complexities of, 770 

Kent v. Fittall, 750 

King’s Bench Division, 491 

Labour Disputes Bill, 742 

Labour Troubles, 802 

Labours of English and American Judges, 163 


Current Topics (continued). 


Land Registry, 767, 779 

Land Transfer, 801 

Land Valuation Appeals in County Court, 434 
Land Valuation Instructions, 710 

Land Value Duties, Amendments in, 529 
Land Value Duties, Proposed Amendments, 3505 
Land Values, Statutory Definitions of, 789 
Land Transfer Commission Report, 213 
Land Transfer Debate, 661 

Land Transfer Report, 263, 264, 283 

Land Value Forms, 493 

Latchkey Voters, 40, 679 

Law Reporters and “Saturday Review,” 4 
Layman as Clerk of the Peace, 594 
Leasehold Liabilities, 455 

Legal Business of United States Government, 151 

Legal Education in Days of Lord Eldon, 475 

Legal Honours, 593 . 
Legality of Coronation Expenses, 474 
Lengthy Trtals, 433 

Lessor’s Title, Investigation of, 150 

Letting Value Injured by Public Nuisance, 248 

Level Crossings, 150 

Liability to Trespasser for Negligence, 418 

Libellous Telegrams, 285 

Licensing Act, 1910, 161 

Lien for Costs on Property Recovered, 815 

Lincoln’s Inn and Coronation, 491 

Litigation and Society of Friends, 7435 

Little Star Chambers,” 742 

odging-house Keeper's Liability, 184 

ong Pending Report, That, 749 

ord Chancellor and Legal Profession, 697 

rd Chancellor and Law Society, 759 

prd Ohancellor on Solicitors, 661 

ord James of Hereford, 733, 734 

unacy Administration, 86 

Lunacy Commission, Reconstitution of, 510 

Magic Age of 37, The, 117 

‘Mahogany Billiard Table?’’ What is a, 474 

Malecka, The Case of Miss, 710 

Mandamus on Last Day of Term, 492 

Marine Insurance and Honour Policies, 802 

Marriage by a Pretended Clergyman, 197 

Marriage Laws and Roman Catholics, 575 

Marriage Licences and Ecclesiastical Law, 229 

Marshalling between Legatees, 324 

Measure of Damages in Patent Actions, 71 
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Medical Witnesses, 339 
Meetings on the Highway, 118 ade 
Mellor, K.C., appointed County Court Judge, 375 


Mere Question of Fact,’ 476 
Military Tenure in Indian Cantonment, 662 
Misdirection as to Facts in Capital Charges, 814 
Muney-lenders Act and Interrogatories, 742 
Money-lenders Act and Procedure, 802 
Money-lenders and Registered Names, 200 
Money-lenders Judgments and Bankruptcy, 852 
Money-lending and Aleatory Contracts, 596 
Monev-lending as a Fact or Conclusion of Law, 699 
Monroe Doctrine, 87 
Mortgazees and Statute of Limitations, 610 
Mortgavees’ Costs, 781 
Mortgagees’ Costs of Action for Account, 511 
Mortgaves of Heirl oms, 324 
Murder of Police at Houndsditch, 164 
Must Debtor Seek Out Creditor? 378 
Must a Woman have her Head Covered in a Law Court, 24 
Necessity, How Far an Excuse for Trespass, 833 
Negligence at Level Crossing, 547 
Negligence by Medical Practitioners, 575 
Negligence in Performance of Public Duties, 119 
Negligence in respect of Open Gates, 510 
Negligence of Education Authority, 530 
New Bankruptcy Rules, 149 
New Chief Justice of United States, 149 
New County Court Judges, 69, 662 
New King’s Counsel, 23, 24 
New London Deputy Chairman, 814 
New Rules, 561, 594, 677 
New Trials in Criminal Cases, 815 
New Years Honours, 162 
Newton's Case, 644 
Nominal Reversions and Registered Titles, 24 
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Curre nt Topi ; (continued). 


Non-diseclosure of “ Honour Policies,” 680 
Non-payment of Debts under Insurance Bill, 546 
Notaries, 2 

Nottingham Meeting, The, 779 

Novel Particulars of Sale, 782 

Nuisance by Building Operations, 531 

Nuisance from Sale of Mote 
“ Offer,” Meaning of, 150 

Old Age Pensions Appeal, 511 
Old Legal Firm, 816 

Opening of the Courts, 813 
Operation of Workmen's Compensation Act, 37 
Option of Purchase, 378 

“Our Learned Sister,” 25 

“Our Sailor King,” 564 
Overseas Students, 26 

Ownership of Sea and Seashore, 574 

Paid-off Colonial Stocks, 545 

Painting Advertisements on Footpaths, 2 

Varental Influence, 198 

Parliament Act, 1911, 722 

Patent Rights and Restrictive Conditions, 611 
Patents Act, 1907, s 27, 57 

Payment in Satisfaction by a Stranger, 735 
Payment of Members, 722 

Perjury Bill and Offence of Perjury, 324 

Plague and Inns of Court, 266 

Pleading the Statute of Limitations, 504 
Pledging of Bank Shares. 70 

Police Magistrates as Arbitrators, 833 

Possession, Criterion of, 627 
Practising Lawyers in Parliament, 152 

Premises Let for Immoral Purpose, 183 

Prescription in a Que Estate, 662 
President Taft, 709 

Preventive Detention, 284 
Privacy of Flats, Interference with, 103 
Private Prosecutions, 781 
Privilege of Non-disclosure in Affairs of State, 198 
Privilege of Walking in the Public Streets, The, 634 
Privilege of Withholding State Documents, 227 
Privileged Communications, lawyers and Doctors, 284 
Privileges of Married Women, 56 
Privileges of Promissory Notes, 360 
Privy Councillors as Justices, 642 
Prize Fighting, Legality of, 
Probate District Registrars, 32: 
Probate of Concurrent Wills, 492 
Problem in the Law of Damages, 249 
Procedure by Summons or Action, 102 
Profits made by a Company, 70 
Profits made by a Trustee, 38 
Promoter's Profits, 182 
Proof in Bankruptcy for Counsel's Fees, 548 
Proof of Murder in Civil Cases, 265 
Proposal to Abolish French Advocates, 164 
Proposed Requirement of Deposit from C 
Province of Judge and Jury, 358 
Provirional Valuations for the New Duties, 751 
Public Rights over Foreshore, 609 

Public Stocks” and “ Parliamentary Stocks,” 512 
Public Trustee, The, 2, 26, 377 
Public Trustee and Investments. 337, 396 
Public Trustee and Small Administrations, 711 
Purchaser under Contract Voidable for Fraud, 325 
Questions of Law and Questions of Conduct, 26 
Railway Carriages and Derelict Newspapers, 663 
Railway Labour Commission, 733 

Railway Strike and Employment of Soldiers, 734 
Reading the Riot Act, 768 

Receipt of Will after Death of Testator, 230 

Receivers for Debenture-holders, 420 

Recognition of Foreign Judgments, 377 

Reconveyance on Repayment of Mortgage, 473 

Record Department of Law Society, 625 

Redemption of Debentures, 769 ~ 

Reform in Criminal Pleadings, 545 

Registration of Surnames as Trade Marks, 711 

Relief against Forfeiture, 436 

Relief by Declaration against the Crown, 118 

Repealed and Consolidating Acts, 643 

Report of Land Transfer Commission, 641, 760, 779, 801 
Representative Actions, 134 

Reservists’ Right to Workmen's Compensatic nN, 563 


Spirit, 722 


npanies, 509 
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Current Topies (continued). 





Responsibility for Military Action, 734 

Restraint on Practising as Solicitor, 119, 214 

Retirement of Sir Arthur Wilson, 625 

Restrictions on Transfer of Railway Tickets, 455 

Retainer, Right of, 610 

Reversion Duty, 118, 133, 182 

Reversion Duty and Sales of Ground Rents, 338 

Revision Courts, 760 

Revocation of Life Interest by Codicil, 216 

Right to Kill Pheasants which Fly from their Coverts to 
Adjoining Land, 834 

Romer (Sir R.) as Chairman of Quarter Sessions, 118 

Royal Ships and Admiralty Court, 780 

Rubinstein, Mr., and Land Transfer, 418 

Rumoured Legal Changes, 573 

Sale in Market Overt, 215, 229 

Sale of Tickets in Foreign Lottery, 510 

Sanitary Precautions of Judges, 88 

Savarkar Case, 307 

Scotch Commission on Land Transfer, 23 

Scottish Rules of Evidence, 104 

Seaman Killed while Returning to Ship, 135 

“ Second Offence,” Meaning of, 360, 628 

Secrecy in Bankruptcy Proceedings, 326 

Segregation of Witnesses, 575 

Separation Deeds and Bankruptcy Orders, 700 

Separation of Juries in Cases of Felony, 55 

Service of Foreign Process, 376 

Set-off or Counterclaim, 761 

Settlements in Fraud of Creditors, 306 

Ship as a Residence, 698 

“Ship,” Definition of, 294 

Signature as Agent, 55 

Soares, M.P., Knighted, 433 

Solicitors and the Draft Rules, 574 

Solicitor’s Liability for Breach of Warranty, 323 

Solicitor s Lien as against Trustecs, 338 

Solicitors to Public Departments, 749 

South Eastern Circuit, 305 

Special County Court Jurisdiction, 803 

Special Juries, 358 

“Splendid Sum of One Guinea,” The, 136 

Sporting Tenant’s Rights, 494 

Spy Mania in Germany, 782 

Stamp on Lease for Years D terminable with Lives, 573 

Stamp on Premium Leases, 550 

Stamp on Transfer of Stock, 58 

Stamp on Voluntary Conveyances, 2. ; 

Stamping of Transfers for Nominal Consideration, 376 

Stamps on Voluntary Settlements, 228 

Standard Oil Case, 511 

Street Singing of Unemployed, 119 

Strikes and Conciliation Schemes, 734 

Suicide in English Law, 308 

Suing as Covenantee by Deed Poll, 679 

Suits to Restrain Ultra Vires Acts, 71 

Sunstroke as an Accident, 832 

Super-tax, 546 

Surety’s Right of Proof, 134 

Taxation as against Fund, 306 

Taxation of Charities, 551 

Taxation of Gardeners, 199 am 

Taxicab Drivers, Legal Status of, & 

Tenants for Life and Damages for Non-repair, 248, 264, 545 

Tender of Amount Due to Mortgagee, 266 

Three Divisional Courts, 101 

Title Cypher, A, 340 

“ Trade Purposes,” Test of, 325 

Trade Unions as Limited Companies, 643 

Trade Union, Liability of Members for Officers, 435 

Transfers of County Court Judges, 851 

Treaties and Extradition Acts, 359 

Trespass in Pursuit of Game, 456 

Trinder’s Bequest to Law Society, 136 

Trustees’ Investment on Mortgage, 359 

Trustees’ Personal Liability, 228 

Two Ingenious Defences, 547 

Unauthorized Use of an Address, 530 

Indesirable Combination of Offices, 493 

Tndrawn Balance, Right to, 476 

Indue Influence, 815 

nrecorded Orders for Restitution of Property, 162 

lve of Firearms against Strikers, 768 

Vacancies on Council of Law Society, 593 
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Current Topics (continued). 
Vacation Sittings, 750 
Valuation for Increment Value Duty, 710 
Vehicle used solely for Trade or Husbandry, 150, 163 
Vendor's Right to Deposit, 609 
Veteran Solicitor, A, 596 
Veto Bill, Passing of, 721 
War between Turkey and Italy, 814 
“Warned List,” The, 214 
Warranties and Conditions on Sale of Goods, 492 
Warranty of Authority by Solicitors, 214, 230 
Warranty of Fitness of Goods, 162 
What is a Court of Record? 308 
When Greek meets Greek, 86 
Wilful Damage to Pictures in. Museums, 266 
Willis, The Late Judge, 734 
Wireless Telegraphy in Court, 117 
Withdrawal of Notice to Quit, 183 
Wolverhampton, Lord, 283 
Working Minerals Adjacent to Railways, 419 
Workmen’s Compensation Rules, 396 
Workmen’s Compensation under French Convention, 71 
EXAMINATIONS. 
Preliminary, 32, 297, 538, 635, 690 
Intermediate, 79, 256, 448, 635, 654 
Final, 80, 127, 256, 296, 448, 503, 635, 655, 691 
Importance of Substituted Site Values, 797 
Investments Sanctioned by Public, 369 
Land Transfer Act, 410 
LAW SOCIETIES .— See Societies. 
LEADING ARTICLES. 
Acknowledgments and Undertakings as Affected by Fire, 309 
Actions in Tort against Married Women, 89 
Aliens and British Subjects, 185 
Annuities as a Charge on Corpus, 73 
Annuities—Realty or Personalty, 6 
Appeals under Finance Act, 1910, 200 
Appointment of Justices, 476 
Apportionment of Annuity Debts, 26 
Assignees of Void Money-lending Securities, 644 
Bank Holidays and Bills of Exchange, 549 
Bankruptcy and Rights of Indemnity, 816 
Can a Company be Respectable ? 4 
Circumstantial Evidence,’ 41 
Completion of Rolls Series of Year Books, 477 
Conflict of Courts in Egypt, 232 
Conversion by the Court, 762 
Conveyance of a Human Chattel, 343 
Conveyancing Bill, 735 
Copyright Bill, 436 
Corroboration of Evidence of Accomplice, 326 
Court of Criminal Appeal and Home Office, 399 
Court of Criminal Appeal and Verdict of Jury, 457 
Covenant to Settle Wife’s Estate Tail, 378 
Covenants in Sub-lease, 231 
Debenture-holders and Judgment Creditors, 121 
Declaration of London, Proposed Legislation, 612 
Deductions from Rent, 164 
Deviation on Contract of Carriage, 564 
Devolution of Covenants and Powers in Mortgages, 700 
Domicile of Married Women, 438 
Double Portions, Rule against, 597 
Effect of the Parliament Act, 1911, The, 834 
Employment and Remuneration of Directors, 576 
Erroneous Payment to Cestui que Trust, 532 
Estoppel by Default of Pleading, 743 
Examination in Chief of Witnesses, 165 
Exclusion of Courts by National Insurance Bill, 548 
Exclusive Occupation for Rating Purposes, 577 
Executive and Judiciary, 513 
Executors become Trustees, When, 88 
Expert Witnesses and Assessors in Patent Act ons, 5 
Eyre of Kent, of 1313, 362 
Finance Act, 1910, 136 
Fines for Licence to Assign, 665 
Gap in Criminal Appeal Act, 59 
Gifts to Next of Kin, 216 
Hawkins, The Late J. W.., £04 
Indexes to Law Books, 533 
Instruments Procured by Fraud, 341 
Interest Payable after Notice to pay off Mortgave, 514 
Introductory Ceremonies of the Legal Year, The, 837 
Invariability of Quit Rents, 645 
tand Tax on Underground Railways, 681 
Land Transfer Commission’s Suggestions, 267, 286 


! Leading Articles (continued). 
Liability of Solicitor for Fraud of Clerk, 456 
Liability to Repair Small Houses, 752 
Lord Wolverhampton, 308 
Loss of Ships through Extinction of Lights by Belligerents, 804 
Manisty, The Late Mr., 538 
Misconduct of Solicitor, 664 
Money-lenders and Registered Names, 40 
Money-lending Contracts Overseas, 680 
Office of a Preamble, 340 
Options of Purchase in Leases, 360 
Peaceful Picketing, 723 
President on Land Transfer, 782 
Property in Title of Book or Newspaper, 252 
Protection of Equitable Title to Stocks and Shares, 72 
Punctuation of Wills, 120 
Quit Rents, 701 
Rating of Woods, 628 
Relief against Forfeiture, 629 
Reminiscences of the Westminster Courts, 515 
Remuneration of Solicitors in respect of Registered Land, 250 
Reversion Duty, 104 
Reversions, Dealings with, 18,4 201, 217 
Royal Libel Case, 230 
Seamen and Workmen's Compensation Act, 1906, 770 
Selection of Silks, 27 
Subsoil in Common Fields, 379 
Sorrows of a Sheriff, 380 
Testamentary Expenses, 58 
Trade Unions and the Judicature, 613 
Trustees and Colonial Securities, 494 
Undertakings given by Solicitors, 398 
Undue Influence, 152 
Unlawful Erection of Stands, 495 
Validity of Titles under Purchasers Without Netice, 712 
Why Leases made for 99 and 999 Years, 420 
Lord Chancellor on Solicitors, 672 
| Municipal Corporations and Municipal Government, 50 


| OBITUARY. 

| Aston, K.C., 16 Hudson, H. A., 729 
Avery, J., 300 Hughes-Hallett, F., 484 
Bacon, Judge, 584 James, Christopher, 142 
Bateson, W. E., 412 Lawson, W. N., 240 
Binns Smith, 351 Lupton, T., 32 
Bunting, Sir P., 691 Moore-Bayley, J., 755 
Carter, H. L., 257 Mothersole, Hartley, 745 
Crispe, K.C., 672 Pearless, R. W., 206 
Crump, W. HL. C., 705 Vember, K.C., 429 
Daglish, W. S., 429 Philbrick, Judge, 157 
Dickinson, T. F., 449 Philpott, H. J. V., 388 
Emden, Judge, 309 Pickersaill, E, H., 839 
Farrer, Sir W. J., 775 Scratton, J., 171 

) 


Gepp, W P.. 5 3 Stow, M,. H., 763 

Gibson, T. G., 774 * Sturton, J. P., 808 

Hancock, C. R., 220 Symes, C. F., 412 

Hanham, Sir J., 300 Walker, Lord Chancellor, 729 
Harington, Sir R., 257 Warren, R. A., 816 

Hart, G. F., 16 Watson. Spence, 333 

Harvie, E. C., 32 Whately, A. P., 110 


Hewitt, A. L., 539 Willeock, R. A., 568 


ORDERS, NEW—*ee List below. 

| POINTS TO BE NOTED. 

Common Law, 15, 91, 254, 310, 346, 458, 646, 703 
Company Law, 123 
Conveyancing and Equity, 382, 496, 772 
Practice, 44, 187, 422, 550, 753 

| Practising Lawyers in Parliament, 106, 123, 138 

| Public Trustee’s Investments, 369 

Reading of the New Statutes, 817 

| Re port of Land Transfer Commission, 274, 297, 316 

| Revenue Act, 538 

| REVIEWS. | 

| Annual County Court Practico, 166 
Annual Practice, 818 

| Arbitration, Emmanuel on, 74 
Assurance Companies, Watts on, 8 
Bankruptcy, Baldwin on, 60 

jankruptey, Gibson and Weldon, 517 

} Jetting, Rowsell and Moran on, 682 

Bills of Exchange, Byles on, 516 

Sookkeeping, Davey on, 8 

Butierworth’s Statutes, 344 

Butterworth’s Workmen’s Compensation Cases, 345 
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Reviews (continued), 
Charter-parties and Bills of Lading, Scrutton, 153 
Common Law of England, Odgers, 683 
Company Law, Palmer, 614 
Company Law, Topham on, 8 
Constitutional Law. Chalmers, 106 
Contempt of Court, Oswald, 202 
Contracts, Caporn on, 682 
Contracts, Potts on, 549 
Criminal Law, Thwaites on, 8 
Criminal Pleading. Archbold’s, 7 
Deeds of Arrangement, Lawrance on, 9 
Hunter on, 458 
Innes on, 578 


Smith's, 630 


Distress, 
Easements, 
Eeclesiastical Law, 


FEeclesiastical Law, Whitehead’s, 837 
Ejectment, Williams and Yates, 516 
Electricity, Knowles’ Law of, 362 


Engineers, Ball on, 9 
Evidence, Best on, 702 
Examination of Witnesses, Wri 
Extradition, Piggott on, 233 


ttes] yon, 8 


Finance Acts, Harman on, 7 

Finance Acts, We peter Brown on, 8 

Giencral Rate of Metropolitan Boroughs, Clarke on, 9 
Highways, Pratt and ‘Ma kenzie, 516 

Hire Purchase Agreements, Caasels, 565 


Hire Purchase Agreements, bens tan on. 8 
Hartley, 349 
" Examination Digest, 630 


Smith's, 666 


Insurane 
In 
International Law 
’ Manual, Stone's, 517 
Boas on, 60 
Wharton, 344 


Justic 
Land Duti 


Law Lexicon, 


and XIT., 43 


Law f Ey rland Halsbury, Vols \ 
Laws of England, Halsbury, Vols. XIII. and XIV, 218 
Laws of England, Halsbury, Vols. XV. and XVI., 597 


Legal Maxims. Broom’s, 268 
Lewin on Trusts, 478 
Licensing Acta, Paterson, 343 
Licensing Acts, Whiteley, 343 
Licensing Acts, Williamson, 343 

L, nealing Acta, Woodcock, 344 

I oht Combe on, 534 

Local Government, Dumsday, 345 

Local Government. MacMorran, 381 

Tunacy Practice, Heywood and Massey, 806 
Magistrates Practice Atkinson, 517 
Marriage Laws, F and Craies, 137 
Marriage and Divorce, Wood-Renton, 682 
Mercantile Law. Ranking, 771 

Mercantile Law, Stevens’, 763 

Merchant Shipping, Maclachlan, 310 
Mortgages, Fisher on, 753 

Municipal Corporations, Arnold’s, 6 
Overseer’s Handbook, Mackenzie, 122 
Pauper Lunatics, Davey, 28 


ve rsle y 


Paving and Sewering Streets, Scholefield, 381 
Practice of the Court Gibson and Weldon, 186 
Probate Mortimer on, 578 

Prohibition, Curlewis and Edwards, 288 


Real Property, Topham, 495 
Reali P Williams on, 186 


ropert y, 


New 


Bankrvuptey, 154 

Circuits, 651, 667 

COLONIAL CouRTsS OF ADMIRALTY, 496 
CoLoNIAL Stock Act, 550, 598, 807 
County Court RULEs, 444 

Finance Act, 203 


Names 


Amalgamated So iety of Railw iy Ser- Attorney-General v 


vants v Osborne , 
Anderson, Re 3508 | Ball v Hunt & Sons 
Ashover Fluor Spa Mines v Jackson 678 
Attorney-General v Exeter Corporation 264 
Attorney-General v London and North- 


tath v 
| Behrend, Re 
150 | Bevan v Shears 


Western Railway ... 


| 


| 


Orders, 


| ForEIGN TRIBUNALS EVIDENCE, 724 


of Cases 


McCarthy se 
102 | Attorney-General for Canada v Fedorenko 663 


Bates-Smith v General Moti 
Standard Land Co. 


Reviews (continued). 
Rouse’s Practical Man, 122 
Sanitary Law, Porter, 28 
Sea Law and Sea Power, Bowle 3, 439 
Selden Soc iety, Star Chhmber, 614 
Specific Performance, Fry, 344 
Statute cow, Craies on, 400 
Stock Exchange, Bewes, 90 
Torts, Fraser on, 8 
Torts, Salmond on, 252 
Town Planning Schemes, Bentley and Taylor, 421 
Trade Marks, Sebastian, 400 F : 
Trade Unions, Greenwood, 517 
Trust Accounts, Strachan, 517 
a usts, Rudall and Greig on, “% 

Valuation of Undeveloped Land 


, Wallace, 60 


War Rights on Land, 401 

Waters, Coulson - Forbes on, 7 
Wills, Hayes and Jarman’s Forms of, 233 
Wills, Jarman on, 328 


Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906, Parsons, 253 
Workmen’s Compensation Acts, Digest, Beverley, 9 
Yearly County Court Practice, 166 


Yearly Practice, 818 


| SOCIETIES AND COMPANIES. 
Alliance Assurance Company, 463 
Atlas Assurance Company, 483 
Berks, Bucks, and Oxfordshire 
Birmingham Law Society, 295 
Beard of Legal Education for Wales, 255 
Bristol Law Soe icty, 49, 808 
British Law Fire Insurance Company, 351 
Cardiff Law Society, 230 
Chester and North Wales Law Society, 296 
City and Berough Clerks of the Peace Society, 502 
City of London Solicitors’ Company, 316, 351 
Equity and Law Life Assurance Society, 370 
Herefordshire Law Society, 367 
Law Association, 109, 206, 255, 350, 429. 503, 583, 654, 818 
law Society, 239, 410, 425, 583, 602, 633, 652, 744, 783, 796 
Legal and General Life Assurance Society, 318 
Licences Insurance Corporation, 370 
Liverp ol Law Society, 205 
London Solicitors’ Golfing Society, 350, 603 
Norfolk and Norwich Law Society, 369 
Public Teachers of Law Society, 672 
Selden Society, 367, 387 
Sheffield Law Society, 315 
Shropshire Law Society, 368 
Solicitors’ Benevolent Society, 

522, 583, 654, 717, 796 

Solicitors’ Golfing Society, 538 
Solicitors’ Law Stationery Society, 388 
Solicitors’ Managing Clerks’ Association, 818 
United Law Clerks’ Society, 501 
Wakefield Law Society, 363 
Wolverhampton Law Society, 274 

Solicitors struck off the Rolis, 567, 617 

Solicitors Suspended, 30, 367, 650 

St my Duty on Premium Leaseholds, 95 

Tithe Redemption and Copyhold Enfranchisement, 727 


Warned List, 203 


Rules, 


Law Society, 555 


49, 142, 190, 255, 331, 448, 5C3, 


&c. 


INDICTABLE OrreENcEs Act, 773 
PREVENTIVE DETENTION, 294 

R.S.C., 382, 565, 684 

SuMMER AssSIZES, 537 

WorKMEN’S CoMPENSATION Act, 402 


Discussed. 


Billericay D.C. 
Birch v The King Emperor 


v Poplar Union = 
oo 





377 | Board of Education v Rice ... 419 
w Cab Co. ... 454 | Boulter, Re : oon } ... 595 
492, 576 | Braddell v Baker = 


612 | Bristol Carriage Co. ‘ Fiat Motors 
664 | Broadwood, Re fa ade ie ee 

















we 


aeRO NC 








Oe gg 





Solicitors’ Journal & Weekly em) 


Oct. 21, 1911. 





GENERAL INDEX. 








Ce 





Brockelbank v Brockelbank 

Browne v Black 

Browne v Flower 

Burden v Ryler 

Burghes v Attorney-General 
Burroughes & Watts v Watson 
Cade v Daly 


Campbell Vv “Paddington Borough Council 


248, 


Carlisle and Cumberland Bank v Bragg 

Carruthers v Peake ... = 

Central London Railway v 
Commissioners mite! 

Chesterfield’s Settled Estates, Re 

Chirgwin v Russell ... 

Clare v Dobson a 

Clarke’s Settlement, Re 

Clayton v Leroy = ; ; 215, 

Cockrell, Re 

Commissioners for Stamp Duties v y Byrne S 

Cooke v Rickman 

Coomber, Re 

Cope v Sharpe 

Cox v Bowen . 

Crosland v Bottomley 

Crystal Palace Co., Re 

Cuenod v Leslie 

Davies v Gillespie 

Davis v Jenson 

Debtor, Re A ... 

Dee Estates, Re 

Deveraux, Re 

Deyes v Wood 

Dixon Hartland. Re : 

Dominion of Canada Syndic ate v Brig- 
stocke 

Douglas v Sande arson 

Dunsany, Re ... . 

Dyson v Attorney-Gene ral . 

Farle v Kingscote 

East v Bennett 


Land Tax 


Edmondson v Amery 

Edmondson v Copland 

Ellis v Banyard 

Evans v Rivel Granite Quarries 102, 
Fauntle roy Vv Beebe : : 511, 


Ffoulkes v Salisbury- Jones 

Fiat Motors Application, Re 
Fisher v Great Western Railway 
Foljambe v Tadcaster Brewery 
Foundling Hospital v Crane 

George v Davies : 

Gharwala v Secretary ‘of State for 
Glasgow Navigation v Iron Ore Co. 
Glass Bottle Manufacturers v Nettlefold 
Gompertz, Re a ; 
Grand Trunk Railway. v Barnett 
Gregory v Torquay Corporation 
Griffith v Benn 

Griffiths v Eccles Industrial Society 
Gunford Case 

Hamp-Adams v Hall 

Harris v Chesterfield 

Hawke v Corri 

Heeney v Addy 

Herich v Myers 

Howes v Bishop 

Hoyles, Re 

Humphries v Smith 

Jackson v de Kadich 


India 


Abbey v Gutteres : 
Abrahams, Re Abrahams v Bendon 
Andrews v Abertillery Urban Council 
Angel v Jay 

Ashover Fluor Spa Mines v 
Astell v Barrett Re 
Astral Shipping Co. v ‘‘ Tongariro” 
Attorney-General v Bradford Corporation 
Attorney-General v Lewes Corporation 
B. v B. 

Bagley, Re 

Ball v Hunt & Sons 

Banfield v Picard _... 

Barnabus v Bersham Colliery 
Bates-Smith v General Motor Cab C 0. 


Jackson 


680, 





| 
London and 


Jackson v Rotax Motor Co. 

James v Watts e 

Jenner v South-Eastern Railw: ay 

Keating v New Monckton Colliery 

Kent v Fittall 40, 679, 750, 
Keogh v Incorporated Dental Hospital 

“ King,”’ The ‘ai 
King v Pheenix Assurance Co. 
Kitchenham v ‘‘ Johannesburg ’”’ 
Kynoch v Rowlands 

Lacon’s Settlement, Re 

Leslie’s Estates, Re 


| Lewis, Re 


Smith & Co. 
North-Western 
Howley Park Coal Co. 
London and Westminste1 
Bilton me 
Longdon v Biisky 
Lowery v Walker 
Lurcott v Wakely 
McBean, Exparte 
McEacharn, Re 
Mackenzie, Le 
Marconi v British Radio-Telegraphy Co. 
Markt v Knight Steamship Co 
Maryon-Wilson’s Estate, Re 
Mayfair v Bett 
Meters, Ltd., v Metropolitan Gas Meters 
Metropolis, &c., Building Society, Re 
Metropolitan Water Board v Colley 


Lloyd v Grace, 
Railway v 


Loan Co. v 


Milech v Coburn 180, 45 
| Mills v 


United Counties Bank 
Mitcham Common Conservators v Cox 


| Moseley v Koffyfontein Mines 


Mount Edgcumbe v Inland Revenue Com- 
missioners 


Mudlarl, The 


| Murphy v The King 


| Nash v 


Layton 

National Phonograph Co. v Menck 
Oliver, Re 
Osborne v Amalg 
Outram v London Evening 
Palmer v Emerson 

Park v Lawton 


amated Society, ke. 
Newspaper 25 


| Peat v Clayton 


Peel’s Settlement, Re 

Pope’s Electric Lamp Co., Re 
Porte v Williams 

Poyser, Re 


5 | Pratt v Martin 


Punamchand & Co. 
Pyke, Re 
R. v 
—— vy Brixton Prison (Governor) 
v Broome 
v Coleman 
v Ellison eee 
v Gill 
v Income-Tax ( 
v Larkins 
— v Locke 
v Martin 
v Mylins 
v Roberts 
v Shaw 
v South Shields 
v Warren 
V 


> Wimbledon ( 


‘or poration 


248, 265, 


699, 


2 


v Temp 547, 


Ball _ 59, 133, 


‘ommissioners 435, 


Justices 360, 


781 
815 
199 
531 
512 
162 
532 
230 
768 
197 
628 
327 
474 


Raftery v Russell ; 
Raphael Steamship v Brandy 
Raulin v Fischer 
Rattenberry v Monro 
Richards v Stark 


Richardson, Re 455, 
Riley v Holland ; 

Robinson, Re ... 40, 200, 532, 
Rogers v Martin = ~ 
Rose v Hyman 436, 
Rourke v Robinson 266, 
Ryan v Thomas 


Sapsford v Fletcher 

Seabrook, Re ... 

Sharpe v Haggith 

Shaw v Collins 

Shaw v Royce 

Sheflield (Earl), Re 

Sherard v Sherard 

Shrimpton v Hertfordshire ( ‘ounty Council 
Simmonds v Liberal Opinion 214, 
Smith v Commercial Bank of Sydney 
Smith v Martin 

Société Coloniale v London, &e. 
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